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IN THE 
SUPREME COURT 
OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO 
THE VANO~RFORD rOMPANY, INC 
PRH1,l\RY RESI 
PlaintiffjCounterDefendants/Respondentind 
VS. 
PAUL KNUDSON appelTaiif 'AUSTIN HOMES I L 
JR DEVELOPMENT LLC and PINES TOWNHOM~S LLC 
RICHARD and JODY GREIF and STATE FARM and 
Defendantj Crossdefendant/Countercrossclai 
Third Appealed from the District Court of the ______ _ 
Judicial District for the State of Idaho, in and 
for Payette County 
Hon. Thomas J. n District Judge 
Paul Knudson se 
Attorney_ for AppeZZant_ 
Robert Wetherell 
Attorney_ for Respondent-
Filed this ____ day of _______ ,' 20 _ 
• 
_______________ Clerk 
By _____________ Deputy 
CAXTON PAINTERS, CALDWEll, IDAHO 168330 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
The Vanderford Company, Inc, a 
Nevada corporation; and Primary 
Res:i,dential Mortgage, Inc, a Nevada 
CorPoration, fka Vanderford 
Center Inc, 
Vs. 
Plaintiff/Counter-Defendants/ 
Respondents, 
Paul Knudson, personally and 
individually, 
Defendant-Crossdefendant 
CounterCrossclaimant/Appellant, 
And 
Austin Homes LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company, J.R. Development 
LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company, and John Does 1-20, 
Defendants, 
And 
The Pines Townhomes LLC, an Idaho 
Limited liability company, 
Defendant/CounterClaimant, 
And 
Payette County Case No. 
CV-2001-07380 
Supreme Court #37061 
Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greif, 
Defendants/Counterclaimants/ 
Crossclaimants-Counter Crossdefendants/ 
Respondents, 
And 
State Farm Fire and Casualty Company, 
Intervenor, 
CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL 
Appeal from the District Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, in and for the 
County of Payette. 
PAUL KNUDSON 
114 9 NW 22 nd S t r e e t 
Fruitland, Idaho 83619 
Prose: 
Appellant/Defendant 
The Honorable 
Thomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
Robert Wetherell, John Howell, 
Brassey, Wetherell, Crawford & 
McCurdy, and Douglas J. Parry, 
Dorsey & Whitney Attorney(s) 
of record for 
Plaintiff/Respondent 
R. Brad Masingill and Christ 
Troupis, Attorney for 
Respondents Greif 
T ABLE OF CONTENTS 
Payette County Case No. CV-2001-7380 
Supreme Court #37061 
ROA (Register of .~ctions) .......................................................................................................................................... 1 
RE.\IITTITVR (Aug 14, 2007) ................................................................................................................................. 19 
RE1\IITTITUR (August 16, 2007) ............................................................................................................................ 21 
Order on Motion for Disqualification Pursuant to IRCP Rule 40(d)(I) ............................................................... 23 
Order of Assignment ................................................................................................................................................. 27 
Order Setting Case for Trial and Pretrial ............................................................................................................... 29 
lVIemorandum Decision and Order upon LVlotioll to Intervene .............................................................................. 33 
Notice of Appeal ......................................................................................................................................................... 41 
Rule 13(b) Stay Upon Appeal ................................................................................................................................... 47 
Order Denying Motion to Dislniss State Farm Appeal .......................................................................................... 50 
Order Granting Motion for Association of Foreign Counsel ................................................................................. 52 
Order Denying Motion for Temporary Remand or Delegation of Jurisdiction ................................................... 54 
Order Allowing Intervention by State Farm ........................................................................................................... 56 
RElVIITTITUR ........................................................................................................................................................... 59 
Order Referring Case for Mediation ....................................................................................................................... 61 
Order Resetting Case for Trial and Pretrial Conference ....................................................................................... 65 
Memorandum Decision and Order Upon Vanderford's Motions in Limine and Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgnlent and upon Greifs' Motion for Sumnlary Judgment ............................................................................... 70 
Order on Vanderford's Motions in Limine ............................................................................................................. 81 
Order on Vanderford's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment ......................................................................... 85 
Order on Greifs' Motions for Summary Judgment ............................................................................................... 88 
Order Setting Case for Hearing upon Greifs' Motion to Enforce Settlement and Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims 
Under Rule 12(b)(6), IRCP ....................................................................................................................................... 92 
Memorandum Decision and Order upon Greif's' Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement 
& Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims Pursuant to IRCP 12(b)(6) ............................................................................ 95 
Order Granting Greifs' Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement and Dismiss Paul 
Knudson Clams Pursuant to IRCP 12(b)(6) ......................................................................................................... 103 
Notice of Appeal ....................................................................................................................................................... 107 
TABLE OF CONTENTS ~ 1 
Order Augnlent Appeal Record ............................................................................................................................. 118 
Order Granting Vanderford's )Iotion For Rule 54(b)Certification and Entry of Final Judgment Against 
Defendants Paul Knudson, Austin Homes, LLC, And J.R. Development, LLC ................................................ 120 
Judgment against Defendants Paul Knudson, Austin Homes LLC, & J. R. Development, LLC, & Rule 54(b) 
Certification ............................................................................................................................................................. 129 
Amended Judgment against Defendants Paul Knudson. Austin Homes, LLC, and J.R. Development, 
LLC, and Rule 54(b) Certitication ......................................................................................................................... 136 
Memorandum Decision and Order Granting Defendant Greif's Motion 
for Attorney Fees and Costs ................................................................................................................................... 143 
Order Dismissing Appeal (Supreme Ct Docket No. 36492 Pay. Co. Dist. Ct No. 2001-730 Ref. No. 09-253 .. 152 
REMITTITUR Supreme Court Docket No. 36492-2009 Payette County Docket No. 2001 -7380 ............. 154 
Judgnlent for Attorneys Fees Against Paul Knudson .......................................................................................... 156 
Order Renewing 8/26/04, Judmt in Favor of The Vanderford Co., Inc. Against the Pines Townhomes, ....... 159 
Rule 54(b) Certification .......................................................................................................................................... 164 
Memorandum Decision & Order Upon Knudson's Motion to Reconsider ........................................................ 167 
Notice of Appeal by Paul Knudson ........................................................................................................................ 170 
Clerk's Certificate of Appeal .................................................................................................................................. 181 
Order Augmenting Appeal Supreme Ct Docket No. 37061-2009 Payette Co. Docket No. 2001-7380 ........ 183 
Certificate of Exhibits ............................................................................................................................................. 185 
Clerk's Certificate of Service .................................................................................................................................. 187 
Clerk's Certificate ................................................................................................................................................... 189 
TABLE OF CONTENTS - 2 
Index 
Pavette County Case No. CV-2001-7380 
Supreme Court #37061 
Amended Judgment against Defendants Paul Knudson, Austin Homes, LLC, and J.R. Development, LLC, and Rule 
54(b) Certification ................................................................................................................................................... 136 
Certificate of Exhibits ............................................................................................................................................. 185 
Clerk's Certificate of Appeal .................................................................................................................................. 181 
Clerk's Certificate of Service .................................................................................................................................. 187 
Clerk's Certificate ................................................................................................................................................... 189 
Judgment against Defendants Paul Knudson, Austin Homes LLC, & J. R. Development, LLC, & Rule 54(b) 
Certification ............................................................................................................................................................. 129 
Judgment for Attorneys Fees Against Paul Knudson .......................................................................................... 156 
Memorandum Decision & Order Upon Knudson's Motion to Reconsider ........................................................ 167 
Memorandum Decision and Order Granting Defendant Greirs Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs .......... 143 
Memorandum Decision and Order upon Greifs' Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement & Dismiss Paul 
Memorandunl Decision and Order upon Motion to Intervene .............................................................................. 33 
Memorandum Decision and Order Upon Vanderford's Motions in Limine and Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment and upon Greifs' l\lotion for Summary Judgment. .............................................................................. 70 
Notice of Appeal by Paul Knudson ........................................................................................................................ 170 
Notice of Appeal ....................................................................................................................................................... 107 
Notice of Appeal ......................................................................................................................................................... 41 
Order Allowing Intervention by State Farm ........................................................................................................... 56 
Order Augment Appeal Record ............................................................................................................................. 118 
Order Augmenting Appeal Supreme Ct Docket No. 37061-2009 Payette Co. Docket No. 2001-7380 ........ 183 
Order Denying Motion for Temporary Remand or Delegation of Jurisdiction ................................................... 54 
Order Denying Motion to Dismiss State Farm Appeal .......................................................................................... 50 
Order Dismissing Appeal (Supreme Ct Docket No. 36492 Pay. Co. Dist. Ct No. 2001-730 Ref. No. 09-253 .. 152 
Order Granting Greifs' Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement and Dismiss Paul Knudson Clams Pursuant to 
IRCP 12(b)(6) ........................................................................................................................................................... 103 
Order Granting l\Iotion for Association of Foreign CounseJ. ................................................................................ 52 
I NOEX - 1 
Order Granting Vanderford's "lotion For Rule 54(b)Certification and Entry of Final Judgment Against Defendants 
Paul Knudson, Austin Homes, LLC, And J.R. Development, LLC .................................................................... 120 
Order of Assignlnent ................................................................................................................................................. 27 
Order on Greifs' l\clotions for SUlnnlary Judgnlent ............................................................................................... 88 
Order on Motion for Disqualification Pursuant to lRCP Rule 40(d)(I) ............................................................... 23 
Order on Vanderford's l\(otion for Partial Summary Judgment ......................................................................... 85 
Order on Vanderford's l\clotions in Lilnine ............................................................................................................. 81 
Order Referring Case for l\lediation ....................................................................................................................... 61 
Order Renewing 8126/04, Judmt in Favor of The Vanderford Co., Inc. Against the Pines Townhomes, ....... 159 
Order Resetting Case for Trial and Pretrial Conference ....................................................................................... 65 
Order Setting Case for Hearing upon Greif's' Motion to Enforce Settlement and Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims 
Under Rule 12(b)(6), IRCP ....................................................................................................................................... 92 
Order Setting Case for Trial and Pretrial ............................................................................................................... 29 
REMITTITUR Supreme Court Docket No. 36492-2009 Payette County Docket No. 2001 -7380 ............. 154 
REJVIITTITUR(Aug 14, 2007) ................................................................................................................................. 19 
REMITTITUR (August 16, 2007) ............................................................................................................................ 21 
REMITTITUR ........................................................................................................................................................... 59 
ROA (Register of Actions) .......................................................................................................................................... 1 
Rule 13(b) Stay Upon Appeal ................................................................................................................................... 47 
Rule 54(b) Certification .......................................................................................................................................... 164 
INDEX - 2 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
Page 32 of 49 
Date Code 
8/3/2007 MEMO 
ORDR 
HRHD 
CMIN 
8/7/2007 MOTN 
8/9/2007 MISC 
BNDE 
8/14/2007 REMT 
8/16/2007 REMT 
8/17/2007 
APER 
PETN 
NOTC 
HRSC 
8/2012007 ORDR 
MISC 
8/29/2007 ORDR 
CHJG 
9/412007 HRVC 
HRVC 
Judicial District Court - Payette 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta/. vs. Paul Knudson, eta!. 
User 
CHYSELL Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss 
Notice of Appeal 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
Stephen W Drescher 
CHYSELL Order Withdrawing Order Expunging Vanderford's Stephen W Drescher 
Notice of Lis Pendens c:Masingill, Troupis, Lee, 
Thomson 
CHYSELL Hearing result for Motion held on 08/03/2007 Stephen W Drescher 
01 :31 PM: Hearing Held Plaintiff's Motion to 
Withdraw Order to Expunge Vanderford's Notice 
of Lis Pendens 
CHYSELL Court Minutes Stephen W Drescher 
CHYSELL Motion for Disqualification Stephen W Drescher 
MARCIA Notice from ISCA Appellant filed a Motion to Stephen W Drescher 
Dismiss/Withdraw appeal and this APPEAL 
#34403 is DISMISSED. 
MARCIA Cash Bond Exonerated (Amount 100.00) Stephen W Drescher 
EXONERATED back to D Parry, attorney at law, 
after telephone call for verification. 
MARCIA Remittitur (This was signed at Supreme Court Stephen W Drescher 
08-06-07) 
(This copy faxed from ISCA) 
MARCIA Original Remittitur received. Stephen W Drescher 
MARCIA Filing: J5 - Special Motions Petition For Stephen W Drescher 
Intervention Paid by: Elam and Burke Receipt 
number: 0007397 Dated: 8/17/2007 Amount: 
$61.00 (Check) For: Greif, Richard I (defendant) 
MARCIA Defendant: State Farm Fire And Casualty, Stephen W Drescher 
Appearance Jeffrey A Thomson 
MARCIA Motion and Verified Petition for Leave to Stephen W Drescher 
Intervene 
MARCIA Notice of hearing on Motion and Verified Petition Stephen W Drescher 
for Leave to Intervene 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/07/200701 :30 Stephen W Drescher 
PM) Petition for Leave to Intervene 
MARCIA Order on Motion for Disqualification, copy mailed Stephen W Drescher 
to D. Parry, C Troupis, W. Lee, R. Wetherell, and 
R. B. Masingill. 
MARCIA Request for Reasignment of Case, certified copy Stephen W Drescher 
of Order DO and Request mailed to D.Kessler. 
MARCIA Order of Assignment, to The Honorable Thomas Stephen W Drescher 
J. Ryan. 
MARCIA Change Assigned Judge Thomas J Ryan 
MARCIA Hearing result for Motion held on 09/07/2007 Stephen W Drescher 
01:30 PM: Hearing Vacated Petition for Leave 
to Intervene, (State Farm) 
MARCIA Hearing result for Status held on 09/07/2007 Stephen W Drescher 
01:30 PM: Hearing Vacated Plaintiff's requested 
STATUS CONFERENCE 
I 
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Date Code 
9/17/2007 MEMO 
9/19/2007 MEMO 
10/23/2007 HRSC 
10/26/2007 MISC 
11/27/2007 NOTC 
HRSC 
12/20/2007 HRHD 
1/11/2008 HRSC 
HRSC 
ORDR 
1/25/2008 MEMO 
2/8/2008 MEMO 
MISC 
MOTN 
udicial District Court - Payette Co 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta!. vs. Paul Knudson, eta!. 
User 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
MARCIA Reply memorandum in opposition to State Farm's Thomas J Ryan 
Motion for Leave to Intervene, courtesy copy 
mailed to Judge Ryan 
MARCIA Defendant Knudson's Memorandum of Thomas J Ryan 
concurrence in plaintiff's reply memorandum in 
opposition to State Farms motion for leave to 
intervene, a courtesy copy mailed to Judge Ryan 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled Thomas J Ryan 
11/27/200711 :00 AM) THIS CASE TO BE 
HELD IN CANYON COUNTY 
TELEPHONICAL Y 
ANDERSON Certificate of Mailing Thomas J Ryan 
MARCIA Notice of telephonic hearing on State Farm's Thomas J Ryan 
Motion and Verified petition for leave to intervene 
and Notice of telephonic status conference. 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled Thomas J Ryan 
12/20/2007 11 :00 AM) Telephonicaly with the 
Judge in Canyon County 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on Thomas J Ryan 
12/20/2007 11 :00 AM: Hearing Held 
Telephonicaly with the Judge in Canyon County 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference Thomas J Ryan 
08/14/2008 11 :00 AM) This may be held 
telephonicaly. 
8 day Jury trial set for 10-20-2008. 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 10/20/200809:00 Thomas J Ryan 
AM) 8 Day Jury Trail. 
MARCIA Order Setting Case for Trial and Pre Trial. Thomas J Ryan 
copies mailed out to R. Wetherell, W.Lee, RB 
Masingill, C Troupis and D Parry, original mailed 
back to Judge Ryan for the file. 
MARCIA Memorandum decision and order upon Motion to Thomas J Ryan 
Intervene, copies mailed to J 
Thomson,R.Wetherell,D Parry,W.Lee,RBMasingill 
and C Troupis. original mailed back to Judge 
Ryan for the file. 
CHYSELL Memorandum in Support of Vanderford's Motion Thomas J Ryan 
in Limine that Vanderford's Judgment against the 
Pines Townhomes,LLC, for damages and for 
Attorneys fees and costs is Res Judicata and Not 
subject to Challenge on Remand 
CHYSELL Vanderford's Motion in Limine that Vanderford's Thomas J Ryan 
Judgment against the Pines Townhomes, LLC for 
Damages and for Attorneys' fees and costs is 
Res Judicata and not subject to Challenge on 
remand 
CHYSELL Motion in Limine that the jury's finding that a Thomas J Ryan 
contract existed between Vanderford and the 
Greifs was affirmed on appeal and is Res 
Judicata and not subject to challenge on remand 
Date: 11/25/2009 
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Date Code 
2/8/2008 MEMO 
MOTN 
2/13/2008 MISC 
2/14/2008 MISC 
MISC 
2/15/2008 NOTC 
2/19/2008 AFFD 
AFFD 
AFFD 
MEMO 
STMT 
MOTN 
NOTC 
HRSC 
MISC 
Judicial District Court· Payette Co 
ROA Report 
User: ANDERSON 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta!. vs. Paul Knudson, eta!. 
User Judge 
CHYSELL Memorandum in Support of Vanderford's Motion Thomas J Ryan 
in Limine that the Jury's finding that a contract 
existed between Vanderford and the Greifs was 
affirmed on appeal and is Res Judicata and not 
subject to challenge on remand 
ANDERSON Motion for Permission to Appeal from Thomas J Ryan 
Memorandum Decision and Order Upon Motion to 
Intervene 
ANDERSON **Volume 34 created** Thomas J Ryan 
MARCIA Opposition to Vanderford's Motion in Limine Re: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford's Judgment against The Pines LLC 
for attorneys' fees and costs and request for 
award of sanctions under rule 11 (a)(1) against 
vanderford and its counsel. 
MARCIA Opposition to Vanderfords' Motion in Limine Re: Thomas J Ryan 
Greif contract and Request for award of 
Sanctions under Rule 11 (a)(1). 
ANDERSON Notice of withdrawal of Motion for Permission to Thomas J Ryan 
Appeal from Memorandum Decision and Order 
Upon Motion to Intervene 
MARCIA Affidavit of Lorrie Tracy in Support of D's Motion Thomas J Ryan 
for Summary Judgment 
MARCIA Affidavit of Christ Troupis in Support of D's Motion Thomas J Ryan 
for Summary Judgment 
MARCIA Affidavit of Rick Greif in support of D's Motion for Thomas J Ryan 
Summary Judgmentg 
MARCIA Memorandum in Support of Defendants' Motion Thomas J Ryan 
for Summary Judgment as to 
1. Vanderford fraudulent conveyance claim.2. 
Vanderford alter ego claim. 3. Knudson Unjust 
enrichment claim 4. Greif breach of contract 
claim(partial) 
MARCIA Statement of Material facts in support fo D's Thomas J Ryan 
Motion for Summary Judgment as to the claims 
listed in the Memo in Support of. 
MARCIA Defendants Richard & Jody Greif's Motion for Thomas J Ryan 
Summary Judgment against Vanderford 
Company and Primary Residential Mortgage, Inc. 
and Paul Knudson. 
MARCIA Notice of Hearing Thomas J Ryan 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary Thomas J Ryan 
Judgment 03/27/200801 :30 PM) 
MARCIA ALSO received from C Troupis was two copies of Thomas J Ryan 
Transcript on Appeal, to be given to Judge Ryan. 
These filings from 2-19 were hand carried to 
Judge Ryan by Judge Dillon 02-20-08. 
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Date Code 
3/6/2008 
BNDC 
APSC 
NOTC 
MISC 
3/7/2008 ORDR 
MISC 
MEMO 
MEMO 
HRVC 
3/1212008 MOTN 
MISC 
3/18/2008 NOTC 
NOTC 
4/29/2008 ORDR 
JUdicial District Court - Payette 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta!. vs. Paul Knudson, etal. 
User 
MARCIA Filing: T - Civil Appeals To The Supreme Court 
($86.00 Directly to Supreme Court Plus this 
amount to the District Court) Paid by: Elam & 
Burke Receipt number: 0002130 Dated: 
3/6/2008 Amount: $15.00 (Check) For: State 
Farm Fire And Casualty, (defendant) 
MARCIA Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 2132 Dated 
3/6/2008 for 200.00) for clerks record on appeal 
# 
MARCIA Appealed To The Supreme Court 
MARCIA Notice of Appeal, copy mailed to Judge Ryan and 
ISCA with clerk's certificate. 
MARCIA clerk's certificate on appeal 
ISCA#35054 rec'd back from ISCA 03-19 
MARCIA Order Rule 13 (b) STAY ON APPEAL, copies 
mailed out to J. Thomson, R. Wether5ell, D Parry, 
W. Lee, R. B. Masingill and C Troupis. 
MARCIA Appendix to Plaintiff's Motions in Limine, (NOTE: 
this document includes a black binder with briefs, 
see table of contents.) Sent to Judge Ryan. 
MARCIA Reply Memorandum in support of Vanderford's 
Motin in Limine that Vanderford's Judgment 
against the Pines Townhomes, LLC for damages 
and for Attorneys' fees and costs is Res Judicata 
and not subject to challenge on remand. This 
document mailed to Judge Ryan. 
MARCIA Reply Memorandum in support of Vanderford's 
Motion in Limine that a contract existed between 
Vanderford and the Greifs was affirmed on 
Appeal and is Res Judicata and Not subject to 
challenge on Remand. this document mailed to 
Judge Ryan. 
MARCIA Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment 
held on 03/27/2008 01 :30 PM: Hearing Vacated 
DUE TO STAY ORDERED BY JUDGE RYAN. 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
MARCIA Vanderford's Motion to Strike Defendants Richard Thomas J Ryan 
I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' Motion for Summary 
Judgment Against Vanderford Company and 
Primary Residential Mortgage, Inc. and Paul 
Knudson, mailed to Judge Ryan for the file. 
MARCIA **VOLUME 35 Created (L justified) mailed to Thomas J Ryan 
Judge Ryan's clerk. 
MARCIA Notice from ISCA that Record is suspended until Thomas J Ryan 
further notification. 
MARCIA Notice from ISCA re Defendants/Respondents' Thomas J Ryan 
Motion to Dismiss SF appeal 
MARCIA Order Denying Motion to dismiss State Farm Thomas J Ryan 
Appeal ~ 
Date: 11/25/2009 
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Date Code 
5/13/2008 NOTC 
6/412008 ORDR 
ORDR 
6/6/2008 ORDR 
MISC 
7/7/2008 STIP 
7/10/2008 MISC 
7/15/2008 ORDR 
7/28/2008 REMT 
7/30/2008 CONT 
ORDR 
8/1412008 MEMO 
MEMO 
MOTN 
MOTN 
AFFD 
MOTN 
8/19/2008 NOTC 
8/21/2008 MISC 
8/22/2008 AFFD 
MISC 
MISC 
T Judicial District Court· Payette Co User: ANDERSON 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta/. vs. Paul Knudson, eta!. 
User Judge 
MARCIA Notice from ISCA that all due dates are Thomas J Ryan 
suspended Re: Respondents' Motion for 
temporary remand or delegation of.. 
MARCIA Order form ISCA Granting Motion for Association Thomas J Ryan 
of Foreign Counsel,(D. Parry) 
MARCIA Order granting Motion for Association of foreigh Thomas J Ryan 
Counsel 
MARCIA Order denying Motion for temporary Ramand or Thomas J Ryan 
delegation of Jurisdiction. 
MARCIA ISCA notification that the Clerk's record and r's Thomas J Ryan 
transcript are to be filed there by 09-10-2008 
MARCIA Stipulation for Intervention, Thomas J Ryan 
this along with the accompanying Order mailed to 
Judge Ryan, cert. mail. 
MARCIA Dan Kessler picked up all volumes of the Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford vs Knudson case, JUST THE FILES 
and Judge Ryan's brown envelope of paperwork 
ANDERSON Order Allowing Intervention by State Farm Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Remittitur Thomas J Ryan 
MARCIA Continued (Pretrial Conference 09108/2008 Thomas J Ryan 
09:30 AM) Jury Trial set for 8 days 10-20 @9:00 
a.m. 
MARCIA Resetting Case for Pre trial conference. Thomas J Ryan 
this was a faxed copy, filed and mailed to Judge 
Ryan and the parties. 
ANDERSON Memorandum in Support of Vanderford's Motion Thomas J Ryan 
to Strike Portions of the Affd of Lorrie Tracy 
ANDERSON Memorandum in Support of Vanderford's Motion Thomas J Ryan 
to Strike Portions of the Affd of Richard Greif 
ANDERSON Vanderford's Motion to Strike Portions of the Affd Thomas J Ryan 
of Lorrie Tracy 
ANDERSON Vanderford's Rule 56(f) Motion Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Rule 56(f) Affd of Douglas Parry Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Vanderford's Motion to Strike Portions of the Affd Thomas J Ryan 
of Richard Greif 
MARCIA Notice of Change of Address,(C. Troupis), original Thomas J Ryan 
mailed to J. Ryan. 
ANDERSON *****Volume 36 created, contains just 8/22/08 Thomas J Ryan 
filings***** 
MARCIA Affidavit of Counsel Re: Applicationsm mailed to Thomas J Ryan 
Judge T J Ryan. 
MARCIA Defendant's Richard Greif and Jody L. Greifs' Thomas J Ryan 
Opposition to Vanderford's Motion to Strike 
Greifs' Motion for summary Judgment 
MARCIA Defendants Richard /. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' Thomas J Ryan 
Opposition SnderfOrd'S rule 56(f) Motion. 
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Date Code 
8/22/2008 MISC 
MISC 
AFFD 
AFFD 
8/24/2008 MISC 
8/25/2008 MOTN 
MEMO 
AFFD 
8/26/2008 MISC 
8/27/2008 AFFD 
MEMO 
RESP 
MISC 
Judicial District Court - Payette Coun 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta I. vs. Paul Knudson, etal. 
User 
MARCIA Defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' 
Opposition to Vanderford's Motion to Strike 
Portions of Affidavit of Richard Greif. 
MARCIA Defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' 
opposition to vanderford's Motion to Stirke 
portions of affidavit of Lorrie Tracy. 
MARCIA Supplemental Affidavit of Lorrie Tracy in Support 
of Defendants' Motionfor Summary Judgment. 
MARCIA Supplemental affidavit of Ricki Greif in Support of 
Defendants' Motion for summary Judgment. 
ANDERSON ********Volume 37 created contains 8/25/08 thru 
8/27, 2008 filings****** 
MARCIA Vanderford's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment on Greifs' Contract Claim 
MARCIA Memorandum in Support of Vanderford's Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment on Greifs' Contract 
claim 
MARCIA Affidavit of Paul C. Knudson, (Affd,Memo and 
Motion mailed to Judge Ryan). 
ANDERSON *******Volume 38 created contains 8/27/08 thru 
9/5/08 filings****** 
MARCIA Affidavit of Douglas Parry in Support of 
Vanderford's Motion for Summary Judgment. 
(given to Judge Krogh for delivery to Judge Ryan 
MARCIA Vanderford's Memorandum in opposition to 
defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' 
Motion for summary Judgment against 
Vanderford Company and Primary Residential 
Mortgage, Inc. and Paul Knudson. 
MARCIA Vanderford's Response to Greifs' Statement of 
material Facts in support of Defendants' Motino 
for summary judgment as to: 
1. Vanderford Fradulent Conveyance Claim 
2. Vanderford Alter Ego Claim 
3. Knudson Unjust Enrichment Claim 
4. Greif Breach of Contract Claim (Partial) 
MARCIA Appendix to Vanderford's Response to Greifs' 
Statement of Matrial Facts in support of 
Defendants' Motion for Summary judgment as to: 
Refer to the four listed in the Response, and 
Vanderford's Memorandum in opposition to 
defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' 
Motion for Summary Judgment against 
Vanderford Company and primary Residential 
Mortgage, Inc., and Paul Knudson.(this entire 
appendix filing is 6 1/2" thick) 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
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Date Code 
8/28/2008 MOTN 
MEMO 
AFFD 
8/29/2008 MOTN 
MEMO 
MEMO 
9/3/2008 NOTC 
AFFD 
NOTC 
9/4/2008 MEMO 
MOTN 
MOTN 
T Judicial District Court - Payette Cou 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, etal. vs. Paul Knudson, eta I. 
User 
MARCIA Defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' 
Motion to Strike vanderford Company and 
Primary Residential Mortgage, Inc. Opposition to 
Greif Motion for summary Judgment, doc mailed 
to Judge Ryan. 
MARCIA Memorandum in support of Defendants Richard I. 
Greif and Jody L. Greifs'motion to strike 
Vanderford Company and Primary Residential 
Mortgge, inc. opposition to Greif Motion for 
summary Judgment. 
MARCIA Affidavit of Christ Troupis in Support of Greifs' 
Motion to Strike Vanderford opposition to Greifs 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
MARCIA Defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' 
Motion to Strike the piortions of Vanderford's 
Memorandum in opposition to Greifs Motion for 
Summary Judgment that refer to paul Knudson's 
Claims. 
MARCIA Reply memorandum in support of Defendants' 
Motion for Summary Judgment as to : Vanderford 
Fraudulent Conveyance claim 2. Vanderford alter 
Ego Claim 3. Knudson unjust enrichment claim 4. 
Greif breqach of Contract claim (Partial) 
MARCIA Supplement to Reply Memorandum in support of 
defendants' Motion for summary Judgment as to: 
1. Vanderford fraudulent conveyance claim 2. 
Vanderford alter ego claim 3. Knudson unjust 
enrichment claim 4. Greif breach of contract claim 
(partial) 
MARCIA Notice of Pro Se mailing address 
MARCIA Affidavit of service by certified mail 
MARCIA Notice of Substitution of Counsel, Mr. Lee 
withdrew as counsel for Knudson who will 
represent himself. 
MARCIA Plaintiff's Memorandum in opposition to 
Defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Griefs' 
Motion to Strike Vanderford Company and 
Primary Residential Mortgage, Inc.,s Oppositionto 
Greifs' Motion for summary judgment and in 
support of venderford's Motin to Shorten time. 
mailed to J Ryan. 
MARCIA VANDERFORD'S MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 
PURSUANT TO RULE 56(C) 
ANDERSON Paul Knudson Motion in Limine that Paul 
Knudson Unjust Entrichment Judgment Against 
Def Richard Greif and Jody Grief is Res Judicata 
and Not Subject to Challenge on Remand 
1 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
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Date Code 
9/5/2008 MOTN 
MEMO 
9/7/2008 MISC 
9/8/2008 HRVC 
ADVS 
MEMO 
MOTN 
MISC 
MISC 
APER 
9/11/2008 ORDR 
ORDR 
Judicial District Court - Payette 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, etal. vs. Paul Knudson, etal. 
User 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
ANDERSON Motion in Opposition to Def Richard Greifs Motion Thomas J Ryan 
for Sum Judgment against Vanderford Co and 
Primary Residential Mortgage Inc and Paul 
Knudson 
MARCIA Reply Memorandum in Support of Defendants Thomas J Ryan 
Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' Motion to 
Strike Vanderfore Company and Primary 
Residential Mortgage, Inc. Opposition to Greif 
Motion for Summary Judgment. 
ANDERSON *******Volume 39 created, contains 9/8/08 thru Thomas J Ryan 
9/18/08 filings******* 
MARCIA Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 10/20/2008 Thomas J Ryan 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 8 Day Jury Trial 
MARCIA Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on Thomas J Ryan 
09/08/200809:30 AM: Case Taken Under 
Advisement Jury Trial set for 8 days 10-20 
@9:00a.m. 
MARCIA Plaintiff's Memorandum in opposition to Thomas J Ryan 
defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Griefs' 
Motion to Strike Vanderford Company and 
Primary Residential Mortgage, Inc.'s Opposition 
to Greifs' Motion for Motion for Summary 
Judgment and in Support of Vanderford's Motion 
to shorten Time. 
MARCIA Vanderford's Motion to Shorten time pursuant to Thomas J Ryan 
Rule 56(c) 
MARCIA Errata of Vanderford's Memorandum in opposition Thomas J Ryan 
to Defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs 
Motion for summary Judgment against 
Vanderford Company and Primary Residential 
Mortgge Inc. and Paul Knudson. 
MARCIA Errata of Vanderford's Response to Greifs' Thomas J Ryan 
Statement of Material Facts in Support of 
Defendants Motin for Summary Judgment as to 1. 
Vanderford Fraudulent Conveyance Claim 2. 
Vanderford Alter Ego Claim 3. Knudson unjust 
Enrichment Claim. 4. Greif Breach of Congract 
claim (Partial) 
MARCIA Defendant: Greif, Jody Appearance R. Brad Thomas J Ryan 
Masingill 
MARCIA Order Referring Case for Mediation, copy mailed Thomas J Ryan 
to R. Wetherell, 0 Parry, R Brad Masingill, C 
Troupis, J. Thompson and P. Knudson 
MARCIA Order Resetting Case for Trial and Pretrial Thomas J Ryan 
Conference, copy mailed to R. Wetherell, D. 
Parry, R. Masingill, C Troupis J. Thompson and 
P. Knudson. 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
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Date Code 
9/11/2008 ORDR 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
9/1612008 SUBP 
MISC 
10/5/2008 MISC 
10/6/2008 ORDR 
ORDR 
ORDR 
ORDR 
11/10/2008 NOTC 
T Judicial District Court - Payette User: ANDERSON 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta/. vs. Paul Knudson, eta/. 
User Judge 
MARCIA Memorandum Decision and order Upon Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford's Motions in Limine and Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and Upon Greifs' 
Motions for summary, copy mailed to R. 
Wetherell, D. Parry, R. B. Masingill, C. Troupis, J 
Thompson and P. Knudson. 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference Thomas J Ryan 
12/01/200803:15 PM) To be held in Canyon 
County Courthouse, may be telephonic on call to 
454-7371 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 09/01/200909:00 Thomas J Ryan 
AM) PRIORITY SETTING total: 1 through 11 
excluding 09-07 (Labor day) 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference Thomas J Ryan 
09/08/200909:00 AM) PRIORITY SETTING 8 
through 11 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 01/05/200909:00 Thomas J Ryan 
AM) SECOND Priority setting 8 days 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 02/04/200909:00 Thomas J Ryan 
AM) SECOND Priority settings 8 days 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 03/02/2009 09:00 Thomas J Ryan 
AM) SECOND Priority settings 8 days 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 04/06/2009 09:00 Thomas J Ryan 
AM) SECOND Priority setting, 8 days. 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 05/04/2009 09:00 Thomas J Ryan 
AM) SECOND priority setting 8 days. 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 05/04/200909:00 Thomas J Ryan 
AM) 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 06/08/200909:00 Thomas J Ryan 
AM) SECOND Priority settings 8 days 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 07106/200909:00 Thomas J Ryan 
AM) SECOND priority setting 8 days 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 08/17/200909:00 Thomas J Ryan 
AM) SECOND Priority settings 8 days 
ANDERSON Subpoena Issued Subpoena Duces Tecum to Thomas J Ryan 
North American Mortgage Company 
MARCIA Available Mediation dates of Paul Knudson Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON ******Volme 40 created, contains 10/6/08 thru Thomas J Ryan 
5/20109 filings******* 
ANDERSON Order on Vanderford Motion in Limine Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Order on Vanderfords Motion for Partial Summary Thomas J Ryan 
Judgment 
ANDERSON Order on Greif Motions for Summary Judgment Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Order on Vanderford's Motion for Partial Thomas J Ryan 
Summary Judgment 
MARCIA Notice of Mediation Failure and Motion to Set Jury Thomas J Ryan 
Trail Date at DCfember 1,2008 PreTrial Hearing. 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
Page 41 of 49 
Date Code 
11/25/2008 MISC 
11/28/2008 RESP 
12/112008 HRHD 
12/31/2008 MISC 
1/5/2009 HRVC 
1/8/2009 MOTN 
MEMO 
AFFD 
AFFD 
1/14/2009 RESP 
1/22/2009 MEMO 
1/26/2009 MISC 
AFFD 
MEMO 
Judicial District Court - Payette Co 
ROA Report 
Case: CV -2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta I. vs. Paul Knudson, eta!. 
User 
MARCIA Defendants Richard I. Greif & Jody L. Greifs' 
Reply to Paul Knudson Motion to Set Jury Trial, 
mailed to Judge Ryan. 
MARCIA Vanderford's Response to Paul Knudson's Notice 
of Mediation Failure and Motion to Set Jury Trial 
Date at December 1,2008 Pretrial Hearing. 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on 
12/01/200803: 15 PM: Hearing Held To be held 
in Canyon County Courthouse, may be telephonic 
on call to 454-7371 
MARCIA Paul Knudson's explanation of failure to Reach 
Agreement at Mediation, mailed to Judge Ryan. 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 01/05/2009 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated SECOND Priority 
setting 8 days 
MARCIA Defendants Richare I. & Jody L. Greifs' Motion to 
enforce settlement and Dismiss Paul Knudson's 
claims under rule 12(b)(6),IRCP 
MARCIA Defendants Richard I and Jody L. Greifs' 
Memorandum in support of Motion to Enforce 
Settlement and Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims 
under Rule 12(b)(6), IRCP 
MARCIA Affidavit of Christ Troupis in support of 
Defendants' Motion to Enforce settlement 
agreement. 
MARCIA Affidavit of Rick Greif in support of Defendants' 
Motion to enforce settlement agreement. the 
above 4 documents were mailed to Judge Ryan 
for the file. 
MARCIA State Farm's Response to Paul Knudson's 
Explanation fo Failure to Reach agreement at 
mediation. 
MARCIA Defendant's Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' 
Reply Memorandum Re: State Farm's Response 
to Paul Knudson's Explanation of Failure to 
Reach Agreement at Mediation. mailed to Judge 
Ryan. 
MARCIA Vanderford's Opposition to Paul Knudson's 
Memorandum Claiming Failure to Reach an 
Agreement at Mediation. 
MARCIA Affidavit of Douglas J. Parry In support of 
Vanderford's Opposition to Paul Knudson's 
Memorandum Claiming Failure to Reach an 
Agreement at mediation. 
ANDERSON Paul Knudson's Memorandum in Support of 
motion to Set Jury Trial Date and in Opposition to 
Def Richard and Jody Greifs Motion to Enforce 
Settlement and Dismiss Paul Knudson Claims 
Under Rule 12(b )(6) 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
Page 42 of 49 
Date Code 
1/26/2009 MEMO 
1/27/2009 AFFD 
2/4/2009 HRVC 
2/6/2009 MISC 
2/10/2009 MEMO 
AFFD 
MEMO 
2/27/2009 ORDR 
HRSC 
3/23/2009 HRHD 
4/2/2009 MEMO 
4/6/2009 HRVC 
T Judicial District Court - Payette Cou 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta!. vs. Paul Knudson, eta!. 
User 
ANDERSON Counter Claimant Paul Knudson Reply 
Memorandum Re: Def Richard and Jody Greifs 
Reply Memorandum Re State Farm's Response 
to Paul Knudson Explanation of Failure to Reach 
Agreement at Mediation 
CHYSELL Affidavit of Paul Knudson in Support of 
Counter-Claimant Paul Knudsons' Motion and In 
Opposition to Defendants Richard I Greif and 
Jody L Greifs Motion to Enforce Settlement and 
Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims under Rule 
12(b )(6) 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 02/04/2009 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated SECOND Priority 
settings 8 days 
MARCIA Vanderford's Reply to State Farm's Response to 
Paul Knudson's explanation of failure to reach an 
agreement at mediation. 
MARCIA Counter-Claimant Paul Knudsons' reply 
Memorandum re: State Farm's Response to Paul 
Knudson's Explanation of failure to reach 
agreement at mediation 
MARCIA Affidavit of Paul Knudson in support of 
Counter-Claimant Paul Knudson's reply in 
opposition to Vanderford's opposition to Paul 
Knudson's Memorandum claiming failure to reach 
an agreement at Mediation 
MARCIA Paul Knudson's Memorandum in support of 
Motion to set jury trial date and in spposition to 
Plaintiffs Vanderford's Opposition to Paul 
Knudson's Memorandum claiming failure to reach 
an Agreement at Mediation. 
MARCIA Order Setting Case for hearing upon Greifs' 
Motion to enforce settlement and dismiss Paul 
Knudson's claims under Rule 12(b)(6), IRCP. 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/23/2009 01 :30 
PM) Greifs' Motion to Enforce Settlement and 
Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims under Rule 
12(b)(6),IRCP. 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Motion held in Canyon County? 
on 03/23/2009 01 :30 PM: Hearing Held Greifs' 
Motion to Enforce Settlement and Dismiss Paul 
Knudson's Claims under Rule 12(b)(6), IRCP. 
CHYSELL Memorandum Decision and Order Upon Griefs' 
Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement & 
Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims Pursuant to 
I.R.C.P. 12(b)(6)-GRANTED c:Wetherell, Parry, 
Masingill, Troupis, Knudson, Thompson 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 04/06/2009 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated SECOND Priority 
setting, 8 days. II 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
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Date Code 
4/20/2009 ORDR 
4/30/2009 NOTC 
HRSC 
MISC 
MEMO 
AFFD 
5/4/2009 HRVC 
HRVC 
5/8/2009 BONT 
BNDC 
APDC 
NOTC 
APSC 
APDC 
5/11/2009 MISC 
Judicial District Court - Payette Cou 
ROA Report 
Case: CV -2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta I. vs. Paul Knudson, etal. 
User 
MARCIA Order Granting Greifs Motion to Enforce 
Settlement Agreement & Dismiss Paul Knudson 
Claims Pursuant to I.R. C. P. 12(b )(6). copies 
mailed to R. Wetherell, D. Parry, J Thomson, P. 
Knudson and C. Troupis, original with date stamp 
mailed back to Judge Ryan. 
CHYSELL Notice of Hearing on Greifs' Motion for Award of 
Attorneys Fees Against Paul Knudson Pursuant 
to Rule 11 (a)(1) and I.C. 12-123 
CHYSELL Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/18/2009 10:30 
AM) Greifs' Motion for Award of Attorneys fees 
against Paul Knudson 
CHYSELL Defendants Richard I Greif and Jody L. Greifs' 
Motion for Award of Fees and Costs against Paul 
Knudson Under Rule 11 (a)(1), I.R.C.P. and I.C. 
12-123 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
CHYSELL Memorandum in Support of Defendants Richard I. Thomas J Ryan 
Greif and Jody L. Greifs' Motion for Award of 
Fees and Costs against Paul Knudson under rule 
11(a)(1), I.R.C.P. and I.C. 12-123 
CHYSELL Affidavit of Christ Troupis in Support of Greifs' Thomas J Ryan 
Motion for Award of Fees Against Paul Knudson 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 05/04/2009 Thomas J Ryan 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 05/04/2009 Thomas J Ryan 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated SECOND priority 
setting 8 days. 
ANDERSON Bond Posted for Transcript (Receipt 4029 Dated Thomas J Ryan 
5/8/2009 for 200.00) 
ANDERSON Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 4030 Dated Thomas J Ryan 
5/8/2009 for 100.00) 
ANDERSON Filing: T - Civil Appeals To The Supreme Court Thomas J Ryan 
($86.00 for the Supreme Court to be receipted via 
Misc. Payments. The $15.00 County District 
Court fee to be inserted here.) Paid by: 
Knudson, Paul (defendant) Receipt number: 
0004034 Dated: 5/8/2009 Amount: $15.00 
(Check) For: Knudson, Paul (defendant) 
ANDERSON Miscellaneous Payment: Supreme Court Appeal Thomas J Ryan 
Fee (CV-2001-7380) Paid by: Knudson, Paul 
CV2001-7380 Receipt number: 0004035 Dated: 
5/8/2009 Amount: $86.00 (Check) 
ANDERSON Appeal Filed In District Court Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Notice of Appeal filed by Paul Knudson, Thomas J Ryan 
defendant 
ANDERSON Appealed To The Supreme Court Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Appeal Filed In District Court Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Clerk's Certificate of Appeal Thomas J Ryan 
1:1-
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
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Date Code 
5/15/2009 OR DR 
5/19/2009 MOTN 
MEMO 
NOTC 
MISC 
5/20/2009 AFFD 
MISC 
5/22/2009 MISC 
MEMO 
AFFD 
AFFD 
5/26/2009 AFFD 
MEMO 
MOTN 
5/29/2009 NOTC 
NOTC 
6/2/2009 MISC 
6/9/2009 MOTN 
MEMO 
MOTN 
Judicial District Court - Payette Cou 
ROA Report 
User: ANDERSON 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta!. vs. Paul Knudson, eta!. 
User Judge 
ANDERSON Order Augmenting Appeal Record from ISC District Court Clerks 
ANDERSON Vanderford's Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Memorandum in Support of Vanderford's Motion Thomas J Ryan 
for Rule 54(b) Certification 
ANDERSON Notice of Hearing on Vanderford's Motion for Rule Thomas J Ryan 
54(b) Certification 6/4/09 by telephone 
ANDERSON ******Volume 41 created, contains 5/22/09 thru Thomas J Ryan 
7/2/09 filings****** 
CHYSELL Affidavit of Robert T. Wetherell In Support of Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford's Motion for Award of Attorneys' Fees 
and Costs 
ANDERSON Certificate of Service Thomas J Ryan 
CHYSELL Vanderford's Motion for an Award of Attorneys' Thomas J Ryan 
Fees and Costs 
CHYSELL Memorandum in Support of Vanderford's Motion Thomas J Ryan 
for Attorneys' Fees and Costs Against the 
Knudson Entities 
CHYSELL Affidavit of Douglas J Parry in Support of Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford's Motion for Attorneys' Fees and 
Costs Against the Knudson Entities 
CHYSELL Exhibits to Affidavit of Douglas J. Parry in Support Thomas J Ryan 
of Vanderford's Motion for Attorneys' Fees and 
Costs Against the Knudson Entities 
ANDERSON Affidavit of Paul Knudson in Support of Knudson Thomas J Ryan 
Motion in Opposition to Vanderford's Motion for 
Rule 54(b) Certification 
ANDERSON Paul Knudson's Memorandum in Support of Paul Thomas J Ryan 
Knudson's Motion in Opposition to Vanderford's 
Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification 
ANDERSON Paul Knudson's Motion in Opposition to Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford's Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification 
ANDERSON Notice of Greifs Non-Opposition to Vanderfords Thomas J Ryan 
Motion for Fees and Costs against Paul Knudson 
and Knudson Entities 
ANDERSON Notice of Greifs Non-Opposition to Vanderford's Thomas J Ryan 
Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification 
ANDERSON Reply Memorandum in Support of Vanderford's Thomas J Ryan 
Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification 
ANDERSON Paul Knudson's Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Memorandum in Support of Paul Knudson's Thomas J Ryan 
Motion for Rule 54 (b) Certification 
ANDERSON Paul Knudson's Motion in Opposition to Defs Thomas J Ryan 
Richard Greif and Jody Greifs Motion for Award of 
Fees and Costs Against Paul Knudson Under 
Rule 11(a)(10 IRCP and IC 12-123 
I 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
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Date Code 
6/9/2009 MEMO 
AFFD 
NOTC 
6/12/2009 MOTN 
MEMO 
NOTC 
AFFD 
HRSC 
6/1812009 HRVC 
CMIN 
6/19/2009 ORDR 
JDMT 
6/22/2009 HRVC 
HRVC 
Judicial District Court - Payette C 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta/. vs. Paul Knudson, etal. 
User 
ANDERSON Paul Knudson's Memorandum in Support of Paul 
Knudson's Motion in Opposition to Defs Richard 
Greif and Jody Greifs Motion for Award of Fees 
and Costs Against Paul Knudson Under Rule 
11(a)(10 IRCPand IC 12-123 
ANDERSON Affidavit of Paul Knudson in Support of Paul 
Knudson's Motion in Opposition to Defs Greifs 
Motion for Award of Fees and Costs Under Rule 
11(A)(1) IRCP and IC 12-123 
ANDERSON Notice of Hearing on Paul Knudson's Motion for 
Rule 54(b) Certification 
ANDERSON Motion To Rescind Prior Erroneous Judgment 
Issued Under Rule 12(b)(6)IRCP and Set Trial 
Date Under Rule 54(b)(1 )IRCP 
ANDERSON Knudson's Memorandum in Support of Motion To 
Rescind Prior Erroneous Judgment Issued Under 
Rule 12(b)(6)IRCP and Set Trial Date Under Rule 
54(b)(1 )IRCP 
ANDERSON Notice of Hearing on Knudson's Motion To 
Rescind Prior Erroneous Judgment Issued Under 
Rule 12(b)(6)IRCP and Set Trial Date Under Rule 
54(b)(1)IRCP 
ANDERSON Affidavit of Knudson in support of 
Counter-Claimant Knudson's Motion To Rescind 
Prior Erroneous Judgment Issued Under Rule 
12(b)(6)IRCP and Set Trial Date Under Rule 
54(b)(1 )IRCP 
ANDERSON Hearing Scheduled (Motion 07/16/2009 09:00 
AM) Telephonic Motion To Rescind Prior 
Erroneous Judgment 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Motion held on 06/18/2009 
10:30 AM: Hearing Held Greifs' Motion for 
Award of Attorneys fees against Paul Knudson 
ANDERSON Court Minutes 
ANDERSON Order Granting Vanderford's Motion for Rule 
54(b) Certification and Entry of Final Judgement 
Against Def Paul Knudson, Austin Homes LLC 
and JR Development LLC 
ANDERSON Judgment Against Def Paul Knudson, Austin 
Homes LLC and JR Development LLC and Rule 
54(b) Certification 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on 
09/08/200909:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
PRIORITY SETTING 8 through 11 (this is the last 
4 days of 8 day jury trial setting.) 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 09/01/2009 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated PRIORITY 
SETTING total: 8 day setting from 9-1 through 11 
excluding 09-0, ~bor day) 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
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Date Code 
6/22/2009 HRVC 
HRVC 
JDMT 
6/2512009 HRVC 
6/2912009 MEMO 
MOTN 
MEMO 
MEMO 
7/2/2009 ORDR 
7/7/2009 MISC 
MISC 
MISC 
MISC 
7/8/2009 MISC 
MISC 
Judicial District Court - Payette Cou 
ROA Report 
User: ANDERSON 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta/. vs. Paul Knudson, eta/. 
User 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 08/17/2009 Thomas J Ryan 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated SECOND Priority 
setting 8 days 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 07/06/2009 Thomas J Ryan 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated SECOND priority 
setting 8 days 
ANDERSON Amended Judgment Against Def Paul Knudson, Thomas J Ryan 
Austin Homes LLc and JR Development LLC and 
Rule 54 b Certification 
ANDERSON Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 06/08/2009 Thomas J Ryan 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated SECOND Priority 
settings 8 days 
ANDERSON Memorandum Decision and Order Granting Def Thomas J Ryan 
Greifs Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs 
c:Wetherel/,Parry,Masingil/,Troupis,Knudson, 
Thompson 
ANDERSON Knudson's Motion in Opposition to Vanderford's Thomas J Ryan 
Motion for An Award of Attny Fees and Costs 
ANDERSON Knudson's Memorandum in Support of Knudson's Thomas J Ryan 
Motion in Opposition to Vanderfords Motion for an 
Award of Attny Fees and Costs 
ANDERSON Knudson's Reply Memorandum in Opposition to Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderfords Reply Memorandum in Support of 
Vanderfords Motionf ro Rule 54(b) and Opposition 
to Judgment against Def Paul Knudson, Austin 
Homes and JR Development and Rule 54(b) and 
Opposition Granting Vanderfords Motion for Rule 
54(b) and Entry of Final Judgment Against 
Knudson, Austin Homes and JR Development 
ANDERSON Order Dismissing Appeal from ISC Thomas J Ryan 
CHYSELL Greifs' Reply to Paul Knudson's Motion to Thomas J Ryan 
Rescind Judgment and Set Trial Date 
CHYSELL Paul Knudson's Memorandum in Support of Paul Thomas J Ryan 
Knudson's Motion to Reconsider Memorandum 
Decision and Order Granting Defendant Greif's 
Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs 
CHYSELL Paul Knudson's Motion for Reconsideration of Thomas J Ryan 
Memorandum Decision and Order Granting 
Defendant Greifs Motion for Attorney Fees and 
Costs Under I.R.C.P. Rule 11 (a)(2)(8) and Rule 
60(b) 
ANDERSON *****Volume 42 created, begins with 7/7/09****** Thomas J Ryan 
CHYSELL Vanderford's Response to Paul Knudson's Motion Thomas J Ryan 
to Rescind Prior Erroneous Judgment Issued 
Under Rule 12(b)(6) /.R.C.P. and to set Trial date 
under rule 54(b)( 1) 
CHYSELL Vanderford's Response to Paul Knudson's Motion Thomas J Ryan 
for Rule 54(b) certisn 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
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Date Code 
7/10/2009 NOTC 
NOTC 
NOTC 
MOTN 
MEMO 
MISC 
MISC 
HRVC 
HRSC 
MISC 
AFFD 
7/22/2009 
MISC 
WRIT 
MISC 
Judicial District Court - Payette Cou 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, etal. vs. Paul Knudson, etal. 
User 
CHYSELL Notice to Vacate re: Notice of Hearing on Paul 
Knudson's Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification 
CHYSELL Notice to Vacate Hearing Date per Paul 
Knudson's Motion to Rescind Prior Erroneous 
Judgment Issued Under Rule 12(b)(6) I.R.C.P. 
and Set Trial date under Rule 54(b )(1) I.R.C.P. 
CHYSELL Notice of Hearing on Paul Knudson's Amended 
Motion for Reconsideration of Order Dated 4-2-09 
and Dismissal Order Dated 4-20-09 Issued under 
Rule 12(b)(6) I.R.C.P. and to set Trial Date under 
Rule 54(b)(1) 8rought under I.R.C.P. Rule 
11 (a)(2)(8) 
CHYSELL Amended Motion for Reconsideration of Order 
Dated 4-2-09 and Dismissal Order Dated 4-20-09 
Issued under Rule 12(b)(6) I.R.C.P. and to set 
Trial Date under Rule 54(b)(1) LR.C.P. brought 
under I.R.C.P. Rule 11(a)(2)(8) and Rule 60(b) 
CHYSELL Amended Memorandum in Support of Motion for 
Reconsideration of Order Dated 4-2-09 and 
Dismissal Order Dated 4-20-09 Issued Under 
Rule 12(b)(6) I.R.C.P. and to Set Trial Date Under 
Rule 54(b)(1) 8rought under I.R.C.P. Rule 
11 (a)(2)(8) 
CHYSELL Rescheduled Paul Knudson's Motion for Rule 
54(b) Certification 
CHYSELL Rescheduled Notic of Hearing on Paul Knudson's 
Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification 
CHYSELL Hearing result for Motion held on 07/16/2009 
09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated Telephonic Motion 
To Rescind Prior Erroneous Judgment 
CHYSELL Hearing Scheduled (Motion 08/20/2009 10:30 
AM) Paul Knudsons Motion for Rule 54(b) 
Certification 
CHYSELL Rescheduled Memorandum in Support of Paul 
Knudson's Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification 
CHYSELL Affidavit of Paul Knudson in Support of Amended 
Motion for Reconsideration of Order Dated 4-2-09 
and dismissal Order Dated 4-20-09 Issued Under 
Rule 12(b)(6) I.R.C.P. and to Set Trial Date under 
Rule 54(b)( 1) brought under rule 11 (a)(2)(8) 
ANDERSON Miscellaneous Payment: Writs Of Execution Paid 
by: Dorsey & Whitney Receipt number: 0006428 
Dated: 7/22/2009 Amount: $8.00 (Check) 
ANDERSON Application and Affidavit for Writ of Execution on 
Civil Judgment 
ANDERSON Writ Issued - Payette - $611,554.83 against the 
Pines Townhouses 
ANDERSON Application and Affidavit for Writ of Execution 
against Defendant JR Development 
IfQ 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 09:22 AM 
Page 48 of 49 
Date Code 
7/22/2009 WRIT 
MISC 
WRIT 
MISC 
WRIT 
7/24/2009 REMT 
8/312009 JDMT 
MOTN 
8/21/2009 NOTC 
8/24/2009 
8/28/2009 MISC 
WRIT 
9/3/2009 ORDR 
9/11/2009 MISC 
9/14/2009 MEMO 
ORDR 
9/16/2009 BNDV 
10/22/2009 NOTC 
Judicial District Court - Payette Cou 
ROA Report 
User: ANDERSON 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, eta!. vs. Paul Knudson, eta!. 
User Judge 
ANDERSON Writ Issued - Payette - $872,416.17 -Jr Thomas J Ryan 
Development 
ANDERSON Application and Affidavit for Writ of Execution on Thomas J Ryan 
Civil Judgment Against Def Austin Homes LLC 
ANDERSON Writ Issued - Payette $872,416.17 - Austin Thomas J Ryan 
Homes 
ANDERSON Application and Affidavit for Writ of Execution Thomas J Ryan 
against Paul Knudson 
ANDERSON Writ Issued - Payette - $872,416.17 Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Remittitur Thomas J Ryan 
CHYSELL Judgment for Attorneys Fees Against Paul Thomas J Ryan 
Knudson c: Wetherell, Parry, Thomson, Knudson 
CHYSELL Filing: K6 - Renewing a judgment Paid by: Thomas J Ryan 
Dorsey & Whitney Receipt number: 0006738 
Dated: 8/3/2009 Amount: $9.00 (Check) For: 
Primary Residential Mortgage (plaintiff) and 
Vanderford Company (plaintiff) 
CHYSELL Motion to Renew Judgment in Fovor of The Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, Inc. Against the Pines 
Townhomes, LLC 
ANDERSON Vanderford's Notice of Reliance on Previously Thomas J Ryan 
Filed Memoranda (hearing dated: 8/20/09) 
ANDERSON Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Thomas J Ryan 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Dorsey & Whitney Receipt number: 0007512 
Dated: 8/24/2009 Amount: $30.00 (Check) 
ANDERSON Application and Affidavit for Writ of Execution Thomas J Ryan 
(filed by mistake, the document was not signed or 
notarized) 
ANDERSON Writ Issued/Payette/3690.30 Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Miscellaneous Payment: Writs Of Execution Paid Thomas J Ryan 
by: Greif, Richard I Receipt number: 0007646 
Dated: 8/28/2009 Amount: $2.00 (Cash) 
ANDERSON Order Renewing August 26, 2004 Judgment in Thomas J Ryan 
favor of the Vanderford Co against the Pines 
Townhomes LLC 
ANDERSON Application and Affidavit for Writ of Execution, this Thomas J Ryan 
is the corrected one that replaces the filing on 
8/28/09 
ANDERSON Memorandum Decision and Order upon Knudson Thomas J Ryan 
motion to reconsider c:Wetherell, Parry, Masingill, 
Troupis, Knudson, Thompson 
ANDERSON Rule 54 (b) Certification c:Wetherell, Parry, Thomas J Ryan 
Masingill, Troupis, Knudson, Thompson 
MARCIA Bond Converted (Transaction number 633 dated Thomas J Ryan 
9/16/2009 amount 2,975.00) 
ANDERSON Notice of Change of Address for Paul Knudson Thomas J Ryan 
11 
Date: 11/25/2009 
Time: 03:56 PM 
Page 49 of 49 
Date Code 
10/22/2009 
NTOA 
10/23/2009 MISC 
11/9/2009 HRSC 
11/10/2009 NOTC 
HRSC 
MISC 
MISC 
AFFD 
11/19/2009 WRRT 
AFFD 
MEMO 
MOTN 
11/24/2009 AFFD 
MEMO 
11/25/2009 MISC 
T Judicial District Court - Payette Cou 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2001-0007380 Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford Company, etal. vs. Paul Knudson, etal. 
User 
User: ANDERSON 
Judge 
ANDERSON Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to Thomas J Ryan 
Supreme Court Paid by: Knudson, Paul 
(defendant) Receipt number: 0009238 Dated: 
10/23/2009 Amount: $101.00 (Check) For: 
Knudson, Paul (defendant) 
ANDERSON Notice Of Appeal Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Clerk's Certificate of Appeal Thomas J Ryan 
MARCIA Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/01/200902:30 Thomas J Ryan 
PM) 
CHYSELL Notice of Hearing Thomas J Ryan 
CHYSELL Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/01/200902:30 Thomas J Ryan 
PM) Defendants Motion to Dismiss all Remaining 
Claims 
CHYSELL Defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' Thomas J Ryan 
Motion to Dismiss all Remaining Claims under 
Rule 12(b )(6), I.R.C.P. 
CHYSELL Defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' Thomas J Ryan 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss all 
Remaining Claims under Rule 12(b)(6), I.R.C.P. 
CHYSELL Affidavit of Christ T. Troupis in Support of Motion Thomas J Ryan 
to Dismiss all Remaining Claims under Rule 
12(b)(6),I.R.C.P. 
GALLO Writ Returned unsatisfied Thomas J Ryan 
ANDERSON Affidavit of Paul Knudson in Support of Motion in Thomas J Ryan 
Opposition to Def's Grief Motion to Dismiss all 
Remaning Claims Under Rule 12b6 
ANDERSON Memorandum in Support of Motion in Opposition Thomas J Ryan 
to Defs Greif Motion to Dismiss all Remaining 
Claims Under Rule 12b6 
ANDERSON Motion in Opposition to Def's Greif Motion to Thomas J Ryan 
Dismiss all Remaining Claims under Rule 12b6 
ANDERSON Affidavit of Douglas Parry in Support of Thomas J Ryan 
Vanderford's Memorandum in Opposition to the 
Griefs Motion to Dismiss Under Rule 12b6 
ANDERSON Vanderford Memorandum in Opposition to the Thomas J Ryan 
Griefs Motion to Dismiss Under Rule 12b6 
ANDERSON Def Greif's Reply to Paul Knudson Motion in Thomas J Ryan 
Opposition to Greifs Motion to Dismiss all 
Remaining Claims 
I 
AU\:i. 14. LUU/ Y:j/AM ]OAHO SUPREME COURT NO. 2001 P. 2 
In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
THE VANDERFORD COMP.A.NY, INC., a ) 
Nevada cOIporation; and PRIMARY ) 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada ) 
corporation, fka VANDERFORD CENTER, INC., ) 
) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-Appellants- ) 
Cross Respondents, ) 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLe., a Utah limited liability 
company, J. R DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company, and JOHN DOES 1-20, 
Defendants, 
and 
THE PlNBS TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho 
liability, 
Defendant-Counterclaimant, 
and 
RlCHARD 1. GREIF and JODY L. GREIF, 
) 
) 
) 
) ) . 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants~Counterclaimants-Respondents- ) 
Cross Appellants, ) 
and 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY 
COMPANY, 
Intervener. 
RICHARD I. GRElF and JODY GRElF, husband 
and wife; THE PlliES TOWNHOMES, LLC., an 
Idaho limited liability company. 
Cross-Claimants, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
REMITTrrtr.R 
NO, 31047/31163 
FILED 
THIRD JUD!CIAl DISTRICT CO 
PayettG County, Idaho 
AUli. 14. LUUI ~:jfAM 
v. 
lPilHU SU~~tMt COU~I 
) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, ) 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC., a Utah limited liability ) 
company, J. R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC., a Utah ) 
limited liability company, ) 
Cross-Defendants. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, 
Cross Defendant-Counter Cross Claimant, 
v. 
. .) 
RICHARD I, GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, THE 
PINES TOWNHOM.ES, LLC., an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Counter-Cross Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------- ) 
TO: THJRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, COUNTY OF PAYETTE. 
NO. 2001 P. 3 
The Court having announced its Opinion in this cause July 13, 2007, which has 
now become final; therefore, 
IT, IS HEREBY ORDERED that the District Court shall forthwith comply with 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District .Judge 
~or:~t8_ 
In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
THE VAt'IDERFORD COMPANY, INC., a ) 
Nevada corporation; and PRIMARY ) 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGATE, INC., a Nevada ) 
corporation, tka V A:NTIERFORD CENTER, ) 
INC., ) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-Appellants. 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, AUSTIN HOMES, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company, J.R. 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company, JOHN DOES 1-20, 
Defendants-Counterclaimants, 
and 
RlCHARD 1. GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-
Respondents. 
RICHARD 1. GREIF and JODY L. GREIF, 
husband and wife, THE PINES TOWNHOMES, 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability 
company, 
Cross Claimants, 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company, J.R. DEVELOPEMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company, 
Cross Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
~----~----------~ FILED 
THIRD JUDICIAL DlSTRICT 
Paye:.tE1 County, Idaho 
REMITTITUR AUG 1 6 2001 
__ ~AM. P.M. 
NO. 34403 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, ) 
Cross Defendant-Counter Cross Claimant, 
v. 
RICHARD 1. GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, THE 
PINES TO\VNHOMES, 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability company, 
Counter Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
TO: THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, COUNTY OF PAYETTE. 
The Court having entered an Order dismissing this appeal August 7, 2007; 
therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the appeal herein from the Judgment of the 
District Court be, and hereby is, dismissed. 
T'lA'T'PT'I th;~ \~ rln" ~+ A .. ~ .. ~+ ')"vv"'"', 
.LJ-c>'"'-.L.LJ UH" -----'-t.t- uay V.1 r1.Ul:;U;)l, ~ • 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Judge 
THIRD 
Christ T. Troupis, ISB # 4549 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICE 
AUG 2 0 2001 
,..-_P.M. 
1299 E. Iron Eagle, Ste 130 
PO Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
Telephone: 208/938-5584 
Facsimile: 208/938-5482 
R. BRAD MASINGILL 
Attorney at Law 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Telephone #1(208)414-0665 
Fax #1(208)414-0490 
Email: bmasingill@hotmail.com 
Attorneys for Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greif 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, 
INC., a Nevada Corporation; and 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL 
MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada 
Corporation, fka VANDERFORD 
CENTER, INC., 
Plaintiffs/Counter-Defendants, 
-vs.-
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
individually, THE PINES 
TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho limited 
liability company, AUSTIN HOMES, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company, 
J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company, RICHARD I. 
GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, and JOHN 
DOES 1 -20, . 
) 
) 
) CASE NO.: CV-OC-01-07380*D 
) 
) ORDER ON MOTION FOR 
) DISQUALIFICATION PURSUANT 
) TO i.R.C.P. Rule 40(d)(1) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Order on Defendants' Motion for Disqualification under I. R. Civ. P. 40( d)( 1) - 1 
) 
Defendants/Counter-Claimants, ) 
) 
RICHARD I. GREIF and JODY L. ) 
GREIF, husband and wife, THE PINES ) 
TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho limited ) 
liability company, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimants, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
individually, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a ) 
Utah limited liability company, J. R. ) 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited ) 
liability company, ) 
) 
Cross-Defendant, ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
individually, ) 
) 
Cross-Defendant/Counter ) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
) 
YS. ) 
) 
RICHARD I. GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, ) 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an ) 
Idaho limited liability company, ) 
) 
Counter Cross-Defendants. ) 
This matter having come before the Court on Defendants/CounterClaimants/ 
Cross-Claimants' Greifs' Motion for Disqualification under IRCP 40(d)(1), and the 
motion having been timely made on remand for new trial after remittitur by the Idaho 
Supreme Court: 
IT IS SO ORDERED that the Honorable Stephen W. Drescher be disqualified 
Order on Defendants' Motion for Disqualification under I.R.Civ.P. 40(d)(1) - 2 
from ~~~.ri'7flceedingS in this matter. 
Date~ day of August, 2007 
NORABLE STEPHEN W. DRESCHER 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT on the 6th day of August, 2007, a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing Motion for Disqualification was mailed by 
regular United States mail, postage prepaid, to the following: 
Robert T. Wetherell 
BRASSEY, WETHERELL, CRAWFORD & McCURDY, LLP 
P. O. Box 1009 
Boise, 10 83701 
Douglas J. Parry 
DORSEY & WHITNEY, LLP 
170 South Main, Ste 900 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 • I&>&; 5 
William Lee 
629 E. Main Street 
Emmett, Idaho 83617 
Christ T. TrouPlS 
Attorney for Defendants 
Greif 
Order on Defendants' Motion for Disqualification under I.R.Civ.P. 40(d)(1) - 3 
~ 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 20th day of 
August, 2007, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing; ORDER ON MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION PURSUANT TO 
I.R.C.P. RULE 40 (d) (1), by delivering the same to each of the 
following, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Troupis Law Office 
P. O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
R. Brad Masingill 
P. O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
William F. Lee 
629 East Main Street 
Emmett, Idaho 83617 
Robert T. Wetherell 
P. O. Box 1009 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Douglas J. Parry 
170 South Main, Suite 900 
VIA U. S. Mail 
VIA U. S. Mail 
VIA U. S. Mail 
VIA U. S. Mail 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101-1665 VIA U. S. Mail 
Certificate of Service/Mailing 
#CV-2001-7380*D 
Betty J. Dressen 
Clerk of the Court 
THIRD ,JUDiC!f\L DiSTFilCT COURT 
AUG 2 9 2001 
....J.tL'J2k.AI.t ___ P.M. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., a Nevada) Case No.: CV-OC-01-7380*D 
Corporation; and PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL ) 
MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada Corporation, fka ) ORDER OF ASSIGNMENT 
VANDERFORD CENTER, INC., ) 
Plaintiffs/ Counterdefendants, ) 
vs. ) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and invidually, ) 
THE PINES TOWN HOMES, LLC, an Idaho ) 
limited liability company, AUSTIN HOMES, ) 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company, J.R. ) 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited liability ) 
company, RICHARD I. GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, ) 
and JOHN DOES 1-20, ) 
Defendants/Counterdaimants, ) 
) 
RICHARD I. GREIF and JODY L. GREIF, ) 
husband and wife, THE PINES TOWNHOMES, ) 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability company, 
Cross-Claimants, 
) 
) 
vs. ) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, ) 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited liability ) 
company, J. R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah ) 
limited liability company, ) 
Cross-Defendant, ) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, 
Cross-Defendant! 
Counter Cross-Claimant, 
vs. 
RICHARD I. GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, THE PINES 
TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho limited liability 
company, 
Counter Cross -Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER OF ASSIGNMENT Page 1 of 2 
SEnY J. [ <*,EN 
The Honorable STEPHEN W. DRESCHER having been disqualified in the above-entitled 
matter and having requested the assignment of another District Judge and the Court having 
approved the same, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Honorable THOMAS J. RYAN be assigned to preside 
over the proceedings in the above-entitled matter. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the hearing on State Farm's Petition for Leave to 
Intervene set for September 7, 2007 shall be vacated and reset by the parties and that the 
status conference set for September 7, 2007 shall be vacated and reset by the Court. 
Dated: August 27, 2007 
By: 
cc: Douglas J. Parry, 170 South Main, Suite 900, Salt Lake City, UT 84101-1665 
Robert T. Wetherell, P. O. Box 1009, Boise, ID 83701 
William F. Lee, 629 East Main Street, Emmett, ID 83617 
Christ T. Troupis, P. O. Box 2408, Eagle, ID 83616 
R. Brad Masingill, P. O. Box 467, Weiser, ID 83672 
Hon. Thomas J. Ryan 
ORDER OF ASSIGNMENT Page 2 of 2 
FPJ,.JED \ 
THIRD JUDlC!AL DIST~IC: COURT \ 
P~\,..,tte Courty, \dS\f10 \ C.J"'·· 
JAN 1 ~t 2608@p,M. 
___ ...J'">.l\:'.--
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
) 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, ) 
INC., a Nevada Corporation; ) 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL ) 
MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada ) 
Corporation, f/k/a VANDERFORD ) 
CENTER, INC., ) 
) 
Plaintiffs, ) 
) 
-vs- ) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, THE PINES ) 
TOWNHOMES, LLC., an Idaho ) 
Limited liability company, AUSTIN ) 
HOMES, LLC., a Utah. limited ) 
Liability company, RICHARD 1. ) 
GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, and JOHN) 
DOESl~O, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counter-Claimants, ) 
) 
RICHARD 1. GREIF and JODY L. ) 
GREIF, husband and wife, THE ) 
PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC., and ) 
ORDER SETTING CASE FOR TRIAL 
AND PRETRIAL 
CASE NO. CV-OC-Ol-7380*D 
ORDER SETTING CASE FOR 
TRIAL AND PRETRIAL 
Idaho limited liability company, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimants, ) 
) 
-vs-. ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC) 
A Utah limited liability company, ) 
J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah ) 
Limited liability company, ) 
) 
Cross-Defendants, ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, ) 
) 
Cross-Defendant/Counter ) 
Cross Claimant, ) 
) 
-vs- ) 
) 
RICHARD 1. GREIF, JODY L. ) 
GREIF, THE PINES TOWNHOMES) 
LLC., an Idaho limited liability ) 
Company, ) 
) 
Counter Cross-Defendants. ) 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above entitled matter is scheduled for an eight (8) 
day jury trial before the District Judge Thomas J. Ryan, at 9:00 A.M. on October 20 - 29, 
2008 at the Payette County Courthouse, Payette, Idaho. A pretrial conference is scheduled for 
August 14,2008 at 11 :00 A.M and may be held telephonically. The parties are requested to 
proceed with alternative dispute resolution/mediation. 
ORDER SETTING CASE FOR TRIAL 
AND PRETRIAL 
2 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all parties must confer and attempt to enter into a 
stipulation regarding deadlines for discovery, disclosure of expert and lay witnesses and motions 
to join parties or amend the pleadings. 
All pretrial motions are to have been filed and argued at least twenty-eight (28) days 
prior to trial. All motions for summary judgment shall be filed and noticed in compliance with 
I.R.c.P. Rule 56(c). 
All briefs filed by the parties shall not exceed twenty (20) pages. 
All parties must file with the Court at least seven (7) days before trial: 
A. A concise written statement of the theory of recovery or defense, the elements of 
that theory and supporting authorities. 
B. A written list identifying stipulated facts, all witnesses and all exhibits to be 
introduced at trial with a statement whether the exhibit is stipulated admissible. 
C. A written statement that the parties have discussed settlement or the use of 
extrajudicial procedures including alternative dispute techniques to resolve the dispute. 
Attorneys attending the pretrial conference must have authorization to enter into 
stipulations regarding factual issues and admission of exhibits. 
Each party is hereby notified that noncompliance with this Order may result in the Court 
imposing sanctions. 
DATED: I('O(O~ 
ORDER SETTING CASE FOR TRIAL 
AND PRETRIAL 
3\ 
3 
/'~q!y 
Thomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
COUNTY OF f'o..;~ ~~f., 
) 
) ss 
) 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing ORDER was 
forwarded to the following: 
Robert T. Wetherell 
BRASSEY, WETHERELL, CRA 'W'PORD 
& MCCURDY, LLP 
P. O. Box 1009 
Boise, ID 83701 
William F. Lee 
Law Offices of William F. Lee 
629 E. Main St. 
Emmett, ID 83617 
R. Brad Masingill 
Attorney at Law 
P. O. Box 467 
Weiser, ID 83672 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis Law Office, P A 
P. O. Box 2408 
Eagle, ID 83616 
Domllas 1. ParrY 
'-' " 
PARRY, ANDERSON & GARDNER 
60 East South Temple, Suite 1270 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111 
Either by depositing the same in the U.S. mail, first class postage prepaid, or by personal 
service. 
DATED this -U-- day of January, 2008. 
ORDER SETTING CASE FOR TRIAL 
AND PRETRIAL 
4 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRIC 
FILED 
THIRD _JUDICfAl DISTRICT CbUR 
Payette CoUAty. fdaho 
JAN 252008 
__ --rP.M. 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
) 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., ) 
a Nevada corporation; and ) 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, ) 
INC., a Nevada corporation, ) 
fka VANDERFORD CENTER, INC., ) 
) CASE NO. CV-OC 01-7380*D 
Plaintiffs- ) 
Counterdefendants, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) UPON MOTION TO INTERVENE 
Individually, AUSTIN HOMES, ) 
LLC., a Utah limited liability ) 
Company, J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC ) 
A Utah limited liability ) 
Company, and JOHN DOES 1-20, ) 
) 
Defendants, ) 
) 
~d ) 
) 
THE PINES TO\VNHOMES, LLC, an ) 
Idaho limited liability, ) 
) 
Defendant- ) 
Counterclaimant, ) 
) 
~d ) 
) 
RICHARD 1. GREIF and JODY ) 
GREIF, ) 
) 
Defendants- ) 
Counterclaimants. ) 
) 
) 
ORDER ON STATE FARM'S PETITION TO INTERVENE - 1 
This matter came on for hearing on December 20, 2007 upon State Farm's Motion and 
Verified Petition for Leave to Intervene. Mr. Jeffrey A. Thomson presented oral argument on 
behalf of State Farm. Mr. Douglas J. Parry presented oral argument on behalf of the plaintiffs. 
Mr. William F. Lee presented oral argument on behalf of Paul Knudson. Mr. R. Brad Masingill 
presented oral argument on behalf of the Greifs. 
The Court has reviewed the written briefs submitted on behalf of the parties and 
considered the oral arguments presented and finds as follows: 
PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
On July 13, 2007, the Supreme Court filed its Opinion III the above-entitled case 
remanding the case for a new trial. On August 17, 2007, State Farm filed its Motion and 
Verified Petition for Leave to Intervene. On September 17,2007, the plaintiffs filed their Reply 
Memorandum in Opposition to State Farm's Motion for Leave to Intervene. On September 19, 
2007, defendant Knudson filed his Memorandum concurring with Plaintiffs' opposition to State 
I.R.C.P. 24 provides: 
(a) Intervention of right. 
Upon timely application anyone shall be permitted to intervene in an action: (1) 
when a statute of the state of Idaho confers an unconditional right to intervene; or 
(2) when the applicant claims an interest relating to the property or transaction 
which is the subject of the action and the applicant is so situated that the 
disposition of the action may as a practical matter impair or impede applicant's 
ability to protect that interest, unless the applicant's interest is adequately 
represented by existing parties. 
(b) Permissive intervention. 
Upon timely application anyone may be permitted to intervene in an action: (1) 
when a statute confers a conditional right to intervene; or (2) when an applicant's 
claim or defense and the main action have a question of law or fact in common. 
When a party to an action relies for ground of claim or defense upon any statute 
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or executive order administered by a federal or state governmental officer or 
agency or upon any regulation, order, requirement, or agreement issued or made 
pursuant to the statute or executive order, the officer or agency upon timely 
application may be permitted to intervene in the action. In exercising its discretion 
the court shall consider whether the intervention will unduly delay or prejudice 
the adjudication of the rights of the original parties. 
(c) Procedure. 
A person desiring to intervene shall serve a motion to intervene upon all parties 
affected thereby. The motion shall state the grounds therefor and shall be 
accompanied by a pleading setting forth the claim or defense for which 
intervention is sought. 
The procedural decision to grant a motion to intervene is governed by Rule 24 of the 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, and a trial court's decision to grant or deny a motion to intervene 
is a matter of discretion. Farrell v. Board ofCom'rs} Lemhi County, 138 Idaho 378,383 (2002). 
Interpretation of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure is guided by the interpretation of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure in federal cases. Chacon v. Sperry Corp., 111 Idaho 270, 275 
(1986). Part of the reason for adopting the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure in Idaho, and 
interpreting our own rules adopted from the federal courts as uniformly as possible with the 
federal cases, was to establish a uniform practice and procedure in both the federal and state 
courts in the State of Idaho. Id 
To intervene as of right under Fed.R.Civ.P. 24(a)(2), the applicant must claim an interest 
relating to the property or transaction which is the subject of the action and that the applicant is 
so situated that the disposition of the action may as a practical matter impair or impede the 
applicant's ability to protect that interest, unless the applicant's interest is adequately represented 
by existing parties. Us. v. Alisal Water Corp.} 370 F.3d 915, 919 (9th Cir. 2004). 
In particular, an applicant for intervention as of right is required to demonstrate that (1) it 
has a significant protectable interest relating to the property or transaction that is the subject of 
the action; (2) the disposition of the action may, as a practical matter, impair or impede the 
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applicant's ability to protect its interest; (3) the application is timely; and (4) the existing parties 
may not adequately represent the applicant's interest. Id The party seeking to intervene bears 
the burden of shmving that all the requirements for intervention have been met. Id. 
In determining whether intervention is appropriate, courts are guided primarily by 
practical and equitable considerations, and the requirements for intervention are broadly 
interpreted in favor of intervention. Id 
Protectable Interest 
To trigger a right to intervene, however, an economic interest must be concrete and 
related to the underlying subject matter of the action. Us. v. Alisal Water Corp., 370 FJd 915, 
919-920 (9th Cir. 2004). Regardless of the phase of litigation at which an interest arises, that 
interest must be related to the underlying subject matter of the litigation. Jd 
An applicant has a significant protectable interest in an action if (1) it asserts an interest 
that is protected under some law, and (2) there is a relationship between its legally protected 
interest and the plaintiffs claims. Southern California Edison Co. v. L}Jncll, 307 F.3d 794, 802-
803 (9th Cir. 2002). The relationship requirement is met if the resolution of the plaintiffs claims 
actually will affect the applicant. Id The interest test is not a clear-cut or bright-line rule, 
because no specific legal or equitable interest need be established. Jd Instead, the interest test 
directs courts to make a practical, threshold inquiry, and is primarily a practical guide to 
disposing of lawsuits by involving as many apparently concerned persons as is compatible with 
efficiency and due process. Jd 
Adequacy of Representation 
There are three factors used in determining the adequacy of representation: (1) whether 
the interest of a present party is such that it will undoubtedly make all of a proposed intervenor's 
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arguments; (2) whether the present party is capable and willing to make such arguments; and (3) 
whether a proposed intervenor would offer any necessary elements to the proceeding that other 
parties would neglect. Arakaki v. Cayetano, 324 F.3d 1078, 1086 (9th Cir. 2003). If an absentee 
would be substantially affected in a practical sense by the determination made in an action, he 
should, as a general rule, be entitled to intervene. Jd The burden on proposed intervenors in 
showing inadequate representation is minimal, and would be satisfied if they could demonstrate 
that representation of their interests may be inadequate. Jd 
The most important factor in determining the adequacy of representation is how the 
interest compares with the interests of existing parties. Jd When an applicant for intervention 
and an existing party have the same ultimate objective, a presumption of adequacy of 
representation arises. Jd If the applicant's interest is identical to that of one of the present 
parties, a compelling showing should be required to demonstrate inadequate representation. Jd 
ANALYSIS 
State Farm argues that it insured and provided the Griefs a defense lhllder a..ll insurance 
policy and paid attorney fees and costs through trial and post judgment motions in the original 
trial in this matter. Following the trial and while the appeal was pending, State Farm and 
Richard Grief agreed that the judgment entered against the Griefs was not covered under the 
policy and that State Farm had no further duty to defend. State Farm was allowed to intervene in 
the appeal. The Idaho Supreme Court vacated the verdict and remanded the case for retrial. 
Therefore, the determination at trial that the Griefs were a prevailing party and the award of fees 
was also vacated. Because of this, State Farm argues it has an interest in the remanded case as it 
will determine whether the Griefs are the prevailing parties and are entitled to fees. 
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State Farm further asserts that the Griefs no longer have any interest in pursuing the 
issues relating to attorney fees and costs paid by State Farm in the first trial and on appeal. State 
Farm's rights in insuring that it recovers its costs for the Greifs' defense on the basis that the 
Greifs are the prevailing party would be adversely affected and justice will not be achieved 
without State Farm. State Farm also argues that it is not adequately represented by the existing 
parties as its interests are unique and more focused and the Griefs no longer have an interest in 
recovering the fees paid on their behalf. Lastly, State Farm points out that the Griefs have no 
objection to the intervening. 
The Plaintiffs, with whom Knudson concurs, argue that State Farm does not meet the 
requirements of IRCP 24(a)(2) and (c) as State Farm does not claim an interest relating to the 
property or transaction which is the subject of the action. Specifically, the plaintiffs' argue: 1) 
State Farm does not claim an interest in the town homes or in the claims of breach of contract, 
fraudulent conveyance, breach of guarantee, etc., or in the Griefs' counterclaim against the 
Plaintiffs for breach of contract; 2) State Filirm has no significalJt protectable interest in the 
property or transaction that will be impaired without its intervention; 3) the Griefs will 
adequately represent State Farm's interest in the outcome of the action as they seek to prevail on 
their claims which will allow for an award of attorney fees; 4) State Farm's motion is not 
accompanied by a pleading setting forth the claims or defense for which intervention is sought; 
and, 5) its inclusion in the case would greatly multiply the incomprehensibility of the case. 
The basic argument presented to the Court by State Farm is that the Griefs will not 
adequately protect its interest in attorneys fees paid by State Farm under a duty to defend 
provision contained in a contract of insurance between State Farm and the Griefs. Apparently, 
there were questions as to whether or not that insurance contract applied to the issues presented 
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in this litigation. Ultimately, the parties to that insurance contract agreed that it did not relate to 
the issues in this litigation. That clarifies to this Court that State Farm has no "interest relating to 
the property or transaction which is the subject of the action". The issue of whether there was 
insurance coverage and a duty to defend has always been between the Griefs and State Farm and 
does not relate to the issues presented in the pleadings of this case. The Griefs have every 
incentive to prevail upon their claims in this litigation. If they do prevail, they will have a claim 
for attorneys' fees that will have to be addressed. At that time, if State Farm does not believe 
that the Griefs are adequately protecting their interest, State Farm can seek to intervene. 
Therefore, 
ORDER 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, and this does ORDER, that State Farm's Motion to 
Intervene is DENIED. 
,2008. 
District Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Order on State 
Farm's Petition to Intervene is forwarded to the following persons on thib<5f"- day of 
January, 2008. 
Jeffrey A. Thomson 
Elam & Burke, P.A. 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise,ID 83701 
Robert T. Wetherell 
Brassey, Wetherell, Crawford & McCurdy, LLP 
P.O. Box 1009 
Boise,ID 83701 
Douglas J. Parry 
Parry, Anderson & Gardner 
60 East South Temple, Suite 1270 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111 
William F. Lee 
Law Offices of William F. Lee 
629 E. Main Street 
Emmett,ID 83617 
R. Brad MasingiU 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser,ID 83672 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis Law Office, P.A. 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle,ID 83616 
BETTY J. DRESSEN 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
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OR\G\NAL 
Jeffrey A. Thomson 
Matthew C. Parks 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
251 East Front Street, Suite 300 
Post Office Box 1539 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone: (208) 343-5454 
Facsimile: (208) 384-5844 
Thomson - ISB #3380 
Parks - ISB #7419 
Attorneys for Appellant State Farm Fire 
and Casualty Company 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., a ) 
Nevada Corporation; PRIMARY ) 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada ) 
Corporation, £lk/a V ANDERFORD CENTER, ) 
INC., ) 
) 
Plaintiffs-Respondents, ) 
) 
~ ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually,) 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho ) 
limited liability company, AUSTIN HOMES, ) 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company, ) 
RICHARD I. GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, and ) 
JOHN DOES 1-20, ) 
) 
Defendants/Counter-Claimants- ) 
Respondents. ) 
) 
RICHARD I. GREIF and JODY L. GREIF, ) 
husband and wife, THE PINES TOWNHOMES,) 
LLC, and Idaho limited liability company, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimants-Respondents, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
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Case No. CV-OC-01-7380*D 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually,) 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited liability ) 
company, J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah ) 
limited liability company, ) 
Cross-Defendants-Respondents. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually,) 
vs. 
Cross-Defendant/Counter Cross-
Claimant-Respondents, 
RICHARD 1. GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, THE 
PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho limited 
liability company, 
Counter Cross-Defendants-
Respondents. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------------------------) 
TO: The above named Respondents The Vanderford Company, Primary Residential Mortgage, 
Inc., Vanderford Center, Inc., Paul Knudson, Austin Homes, LLC., J.R. Development, 
LLC, The Pines Townhomes, Richard and Jody Greif, and their respective attorneys of 
record, Robert Wetherell, Douglas J. Parry, William F. Lee, R. Brad Massingill, and 
Christ T. Troupis, and to the Clerk of the above entitled Court: 
1. The above named Appellant, State Farm Fire and Casualty Company, ("State 
Farm"), appeals against the above named Respondents, to the Idaho Supreme Court from the 
Memorandum Decision and Order Upon Motion to Intervene filed January 25, 2008, issued by 
this Court, Honorable Thomas J. Ryan presiding, denying State Farm's Motion to Intervene. 
2. That the Appellant has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
Memorandum Decision and Order Upon Motion to Intervene is an appealable order pursuant to 
Rule 11(a)(1) ofthe Idaho Appellate Rules, and Poage v. Co-operative Pub. Co., 57 Idaho 561, 
570-71,66 P.2d 1119, _ (1937) (holding that denial of motion to intervene is immediately 
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appealable to the Idaho Supreme Court); Walker Bank & Trust Co. v. Steely, 54 Idaho 591, 599, 
34 P.2d 56, _ (1934) (holding denial of motion to intervene to be final determination of the 
rights of the party seeking intervention, and therefore appealable); see also Stringfellow v. 
Concerned Neighbors in Action, 480 U.S. 370, 377-78, 107 S.Ct. 1177,94 L.Ed.2d 389 (1987) 
(same); Railroad Trainmen v. Baltimore & Ohio R. Co., 331 U.S. 519,524-25,67 S.Ct. 1387,91 
L.Ed. 1646 (194 7) (same); League of American Latin American Citizens v. Wilson, 131 F .3d 
1297, 1302 (9th Cir.l997)(same); and Forest Conservation Council v. United States Forest Servo 
66 F.3d 1489, 1491 n. 2 (9th Cir.l995)(same). The Appellant does not need to request LR.C.P. 
54(b) certification prior to appealing the denial of the motion to intervene. See, e.g., Huckeby v. 
Frozen Food Exp., 555 F.2d 542, 549 (5th Cir. 1977) (holding appellant did not require a 54(b) 
certification to establish appellate court had jurisdiction over appeal over denial of a motion to 
intervene); U.S. v. Allegheny-Ludlum Indus., 517 F.2d 826,841 (5th Cir. 1975)(same). 
that: 
3. The issues on appeal, as currently identified, are: 
(1) The district court erred in denying State Farm's Motion to Intervene, in 
(a) State Farm had an interest relating to the property or transaction which is 
the subject of the remanded action to which State Farm sought to be 
allowed to intervene, in that State Farm had an interest in any award of 
attorney fees that would be awarded to the Greifs ifthe Greifs were found 
to be the prevailing party; 
(b) No other party to the litigation would adequately protect State Farm's 
interest; and 
(c) The disposition of the underlying remanded action would impede or 
impair State Farm's ability to protect its interest. 
4(a). Is a reporter's transcript requested? Yes. 
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4(b). Appellant requests that the following transcript be prepared: 
(1) Telephone hearing on Motion to Intervene held December 20,2007. 
(2) Appellant requests that the transcript be prepared in compressed format as 
specified in Idaho Appellate Rule 26. 
5. Appellant does not request the documents automatically be included in the Clerk's 
Record pursuant to Rule 28 ofthe Idaho Appellate Rules; Appellant requests only the following 
documents be included in the Clerk's Record: 
(1) Motion and Verified Petition for Leave to Intervene, filed August 17, 
2007; 
(2) Reply Memorandum in Opposition to State Farm's Motion for Leave to 
Intervene, filed September 17,2007; 
(3) Defendant Knudson's Memorandum of Concurrence in Plaintiff's Reply 
Memorandum in Opposition to State Farm's Motion for Leave to 
Intervene, filed September 19,2007; 
(4) Memorandum Decision and Order Upon Motion to Intervene, filed 
January 25, 2008; and 
(5) Notice of Appeal. 
6. I certify that: 
(a) A copy of this Notice of Appeal has been served on the each reporter of 
whom a transcript has been requested as named 
below at the address set out below: 
Kim Saunders 
Court Reporter to Judge Ryan 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Nampa, ID 83605; 
(b) The clerk of the district court or reporter has been paid the estimated fee 
for preparation of the requested transcript; 
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( c) The estimated fee for preparation of the Clerk's Record has been paid; 
(d) The appellate filing fee has been paid; and 
(e) Service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant to 
Rule 20. 
DATED this ~ day of March, 2008. 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
2-.. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
,-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2 day of March, 2008, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above and foregoing instrument to be served upon the following in the manner 
indicated below: 
Robert T. Wetherell 
Brassey, Wetherell, Crawford 
& McCurdy, LLP 
P.O. Box 1009 
Boise, ID 83701 
Douglas J. Parry 
Dorsey & Whitney, LLP 
136 South Main Street, Suite 1000 
Salt Lake City, UT 84101 
William F. Lee 
Law Offices of William F. Lee 
629 E. Main Street 
Emmett,ID 83617 
R. Brad Masingill 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser,ID 83672 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis Law Office, P.A. 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, ID 83616 
Kim Saunders 
Court Reporter to Judge Ryan 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Nampa, ID 83605 
Ca..ldwc.ll 
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U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
V U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
V U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
~ U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
__ Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
Y U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
~U.S.Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
FILED 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
Payette County. Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PA VETTE 
THE V ANDERFORD COMPANY, INC .• et al.~ 
Plaintiffs, 
-v-
PAUL KNUDSON, et aI., 
Defendants/Counter -Claitnants. 
RICHARD I. GREIF, et aI., 
Cross-Claimants, 
PAUL KNUDSON, et al., 
Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------~----~) 
PAUL KNUDSON. personally and individually, 
) 
) 
) 
Cross-Defendant/Counter Cross-Claimant, ) 
-v-
RULE 13(b) STAY UPON APP~L • I 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV OC-0l-7380*D 
RULE 13(b) STAY uPON APPEAL 
RICHARD 1. GREIF, et al., 
Counter Cross-Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
On March 6, 2008, the above entitled case was appealed to the Supreme Court by State 
Fann Fire and Casualty Company after the Court entered its Memorandum Decision and Order 
upon Motion to Intervene. Idaho Appellate Rule 13 provides in part: 
Stay of proceedings upon appeal or certification. . 
(a) Temporary Stay in Civil Actions Upon Filing a Notice of Appeal or Notice of 
Cross-Appeal. 
Unless otherwise ordered by the district court, upon the filing of a notice of 
appeal or notice of cross-appeal all proceedings and execution of all judgments, 
orders or decrees in a civil action in the district court, shall be automatically 
stayed for a period of fourteen (14) days. Any further stay shall be only by order 
of the district court or the Supreme Court. Any stay of orders or proceedings in 
the Industrial Commission or the Public Utilities Commission shall be as provided 
in Rule 13(d) and (e). 
(b) Stay Upon Appeal - Powers of District Court - Civil Actions. 
In civil actions, unless prohibited by order of the Supreme Court, the district court 
shall have the power and authority to rule upon the following motions and to take 
the following actions during the pendency on an appeal; 
•• * 
Therefore, this case is automatically stayed through March 20, 2008. The Court notes that 
multiple motions, including a summary judgment motion and motions in limine, are currently set 
to be heard on March 27, 2008. As these motions are not included in I.A.R. 13(b), it does not 
appear within the power and authority of this Court to rule While the case is on appeal. Pursuant 
to I.A.R. 13(b). the Court considers there to be a stay of all proceedings in this case during the 
pendency of the appeal and the hearing set for March 27,2008 is hereby VACATED. 
Dated this+ day of .1{Af"G h_. 2008. 
RULE 13(b) STAY UPON APPEAL -.2 
Thomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
C.t;RTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing RULE 13(b) STAY 
UPON APPEAL is forwarded to the following persons on this 7 day of March, 2008. 
Jeffrey A. Thomson 
Elam & Burke, P.A. 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise. ID 83701 
Fax (208)384~5844 
Robert T. Wetherell 
Brassey, Wetherell. Crawford & McCurdy, LLP 
P.O. Box 1009 
Boise,ID 83701 
Fax (208) 344-7077 
Douglas J. Parry 
Parry, Anderson & Gardner 
60 East South Temple, Suite 1270 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111 
William F. Lee 
Law Offices of William F. Lee 
629 E. Main Street 
Emmett,ID 83617 
It Brad MasingUl 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, ID 83672 
Fax (208)414-0490 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis Law Office. P.A 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, lD 83616 
Fax (208)938-5482 
RULB 13(b) STAY UPON APPEAL - 3 
Betty J. Dressen 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
FILED 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., a ) 
Nevada corporation; and PRIMARY ) 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada ) 
corporation, fka VANDERFORD CENTER, ) 
INC., ) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-Respondents, 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company, J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company, and JOHN DOES 1-
20, 
Defendants-Respondents, 
and 
THE PINES TOvVNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho 
corporation; RICH.A~RD I. GREIF a..l1d lODY 
GREIF, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-Respondents, ) 
and 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY 
COMPANY, 
Aggrieved Party-Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
. mHO JUD!CIAL DISTRICT COURT 
Payette County, Idaho 
ORDER DENYING OTION TO 
DISMISS STATE FARM APPEAL 
Supreme Court Docket No. 35054 
Payette County Case No. 01-7380 
Ref. No. 08S-120 
A MOTION TO DISMISS STATE FARM APPEAL and AFFIDAVIT OF CHRIST 
TROUPIS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS STATE FARM APPEAL with 
attachments were filed by counsel for Respondents Richard 1. Grief and Jody L. Grief on March 
13, 2008. Thereafter, a MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS 
STA TE FARM APPEAL was filed by counsel for Appellant State Farm on March 27, 2008. 
The Court is fully advised; therefore, good cause appearing, 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS STATE FARM APPEAL - Docket No. 35054 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that Respondents' MOTION TO DISMISS STATE FARM 
APPEAL be, and hereby is, DENIED. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that the above entitled appeal shall proceed accordingly 
and the due date for the Clerk's Record and Reporter's Transcript shall be reset unless otherwise 
provided by an Order of this Court. 
DATED this J..5f:... day of Apri1200S. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
Court Reporter Kimberly Saunders 
By Order of the Supreme Court 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS STATE FARM APPEAL - Docket No. 35054 
In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., a ) 
Nevada corporation; and PRIMARY ) 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada ) 
corporation, fka VANDERFORD CENTER, ) 
INC., ) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-
Respondents, 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company, J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company, and JOHN DOES 1-
20, 
Defendants-Respondents, 
and 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho 
corporation; RICHARD 1. GREIF and JODY 
GREll<, 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-
Respondents, 
and 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY 
COMPANY, 
Aggrieved Party-Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION 
FOR ASSOCIATION OF 
FOREIGN COUNSEL 
Supreme Court No. 35054 
FILED 
THIRD JUOiCW. DIST~CT COUf« 
P8¥s!te County, Idaho 
JUN 042008 
______ A.M. P.M. 
j 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that Appellant's Motion for Association of Non-
Resident Counsel, be and hereby is, GRANTED and Douglas J. Parry duly admitted to the bar of 
Utah, be and hereby is, allowed to appear before this Court with regard to this Appeal; subject to 
compliance with the requirements ofillCR 222-limited admission/pro hac vice. 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR FOREIGN COUNSEL 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that RESIDENT COlJNSEL must SIgn all 
documents and briefs filed with this Court and appear with Non-Resident Counsel at oral 
argument unless otherwise provided by an order of this Court. 
DATED this 6th day of June 2008. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Court Reporter 
For the Supreme Court 
Dorothy B ver, Deputy Clerk for 
. Kenyon, Clerk 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR FOREIGN COUNSEL 
In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., a ) 
Nevada corporation; and PRIMARY ) 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada ) 
corporation, fka VANDERFORD CENTER, ) 
INC., ) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-Respondents, 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company, J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company, and JOHN DOES 
1-20, 
Defendants-Respondents, 
and 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho 
corporati~n; RICHARD I. GREIF and JODY 
GREIF,. 
"':::;" 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-Respondents, 
and 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY 
COMPANY, 
Aggrieved Party-Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
~----------------~ FILED 
THIRD JUDlCIAl. DlSTRK:;1 ::;~ 
Payatts Cv~'1ty, ~ 
(J (y-c ~~ oi 
___ ~I<:::::zc=-~,JT:.M. 
l~ 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
FOR TEMPORARY REMAND 
OR DELEGATION OF 
JURISDICTION 
Supreme Court Docket No. 35054 
Payette County Case No. 01-7380 
Ref. No. 08S-120 
A MOTION FOR TEMPORARY REMAND OR DELEGATION OF JURISDICTION 
with attachments was filed by counsel for Respondent The Vanderford Company, Inc. on May 8, 
2008. Thereafter, an OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR TEMPORARY REMAND OR 
DELEGATION OF JURISDICTION was filed by counsel for Appellant State Farm on May 20, 
2008. Therefore, good cause appearing, 
ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR TEMPORARY REMAND OR DELEGATION OF JURISDICTION 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that Respondent The Vanderford Company, Inc.'s MOTION 
FOR TEMPORARY REMAND OR DELEGATION OF JURISDICTION be, and hereby is, 
DENIED. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that proceedings in this appeal shall be REINSTATED and 
proceed accordingly. 
DATED this £ day of June 2008. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
Court Reporter Kimberly Saunders 
By Order of the Supreme Court 
ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR TEMPORARY REMAND OR DELEGATION OF JURlSDICTION II IF 
FILED 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT CQUAT 
Payette County, IdahO 
JUL 1 5 2008 
<-
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF:Y' 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PA YETTtf 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., a ) 
Nevada Corporation; PRlMARY ) 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada) 
Corporation, f/k/a VANDERFORD CENTER, ) 
INC., ) 
) 
Plaintiffs, ) 
) 
v. ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually,) 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho ) 
limited liability company, AUSTIN HOMES, ) 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company, ) 
RICHARD I. GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, and ) 
JOHN DOES 1-20, ) 
) 
Defendants/Counter-Claimants. ) 
) 
RlCHARD I. GREIF and JODY L. GREIF, ) 
husband and wife, THE PINES TOWNHOMES,) 
LLC, and Idaho limited liability company, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimants, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually,) 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited liability) 
company, J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah ) 
limited liability company, ) 
) 
Cross-Defendants. ) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually,) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -OC-O 1-7380*D 
ORDER ALLOWING INTERVENTION BY 
STATE FARM 
ORDER ALLOWING INTERVENTION BY STATE FARM - Page I 
Cross-Defendant/Counter Cross- ) 
Claimant, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RlCHARD I. GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, THE ) 
PINES TO\VNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho limited) 
liability company, ) 
) 
Counter Cross-Defendants. ) 
----------------------------) 
The above entitled is before the Court on the parties' Stipulation for Intervention. Based 
thereon and good cause appearing therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that State Fann Fire and Casualty Company is permitted to 
intervene under the terms and conditions set forth in the attached Stipulation for Intervention. 
DATED this 12..4'- day of July, 2008. 
--Honorable Thomas 
Payette County District Judge 
ORDER ALLOWING INTERVENTION BY STATE FARM - Page 2 
CERTIFICA TE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /S--day of July, 2008, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above and foregoing instrument to be served upon the following in the manner 
indicated below: 
Robert T. Wetherell 4 u.s. Mail Brassey, Wetherell, Crawford Hand Delivery 
& McCurdy, LLP Overnight Mail 
P.O. Box 1009 Facsimile 
Boise, ID 83701 
Douglas J. Parry Y' u.S. Mail 
Jennie B. Gamer 
---;;:--
Hand Deli very 
Dorsey & Whitney, LLP Overnight Mail 
136 South Main Street, Suite 1000 Facsimile 
Salt Lake City, UT 84101 
William F. Lee ~ U.S. Mail Law Offices of William F. Lee Hand Delivery 
629 E. Main Street Overnight Mail 
Emmett,ID 83617 Facsimile 
R. Brad Masingill K U.S. Mail 
--->;:-
Attorney at Law Hand Delivery 
P.O. Box 467 Overnight Mail 
Weiser,ID 83672 Facsimile 
Christ T. Troupis 
-{- U.S. Mail 
Troupis Law Office, P.A. Hand Delivery 
P.O. Box 2408 Overnight Mail 
Eagle, ID 83616 Facsimile 
Jeffrey A. Thomson 1 u.s. Mail 
Matthew C. Parks Hand Delivery 
Elam & Burke, P.A. Overnight Mail 
P.O. Box 1539 Facsimile 
Boise,ID 83701 
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In the Supreme Court of the State 0 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., a ) 
Nevada corporation; and PRIMARY ) 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada ) REMITTITUR 
corporation, fka V ANDERFORD CENTER, ) 
INC., ) NO. 35054 
) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-Respondents, ) 
) 
v. ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually, ) 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited liability ) 
company, J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah ) 
limited liability company, and JOHN DOES I- ) 
20, ) 
) 
Defendants-Respondents, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho ) 
corporation; RICHARD I. GREIF and JODY ) 
nDPTR \ 
'-'..I.. '-L.I..Lt. , ) 
) 
Defendants-Counterc1aimants-Respondents, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY ) 
COMPANY, ) 
) 
Aggrieved Party-Appellant. ) 
) 
dahILED 
llflRD JUOfCIAL DISTrucT 
PIilNSU$ Cwnty, IdahAt 
.JUL 282008 
TO: THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, COUNTY OF PAYETTE. 
The Court having entered an Order granting the parties' Stipulation for Dismissal 
of Appeal on July 23, 2008; therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the appeal herein be, and hereby IS, 
DISMISSED. J 
DATED this ~ 3 day of July, 2008. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Judge 
Clerk of the Supreme Cou 
STATE OF IDAHO 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
) 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, ) 
INC., a Nevada Corporation; ) 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL ) 
MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada ) 
Corporation, fIkIa VANDERFORD ) 
CENTER, INC., ) 
Plaintiffs, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personaHy and ) 
Individually, THE PINES ) 
TOWNHOMES, LLC. an Idaho ) 
limited liability company. AUSTIN ) 
HOMES, LLC. a Utah limited ) 
liability company, RICHARD 1. ) 
GREIF, lODY L. GREIF, and JOHN) 
DOESl~~ ) 
) 
Defendant/Counter-Claimants, ) 
RICHARD 1. GREIF and JODY L. 
GREIF, husband and wife, THE 
PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, and 
Idaho limited liability company, 
ORDER 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
1 
CASE NO. CV-OC-OJ-7380*D 
ORDER REFERRING CASE 
FOR MEDIATION 
PAGE 02/10 
Cross-Claimants, 
-\'5-. 
42 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, AUSTIN HOMES, LtC) 
A Utah limited liability company, ) 
l.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah ) 
Limited liability company, ) 
Cross-Defendants, 
) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, ) 
-vs-
Cross-Defendant/Counter 
Cross Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RICHARD I. GREIF, lODY L. ) 
GREIF, THE PINES TOWNHOMES) 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability ) 
Company, ) 
) 
Counter Cross-Defendants. ) 
) 
CANYON CO LAW-' 
The Court, having reviewed the above entitled matter, determines that this case is 
appropriate for mediation; 
THEREFORE IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, 
1. This civil case is referred to mediation pursuant to I.R.C.P. 16{k). 
2. Linda Copple Trout, fonner Chief Justice, Idaho Supreme Court, has volunteered 
to act as mediator. Her available dates are: October 13, 14,20, 21,22. 
ORDER 
PAGE 03/10 
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The parties' counsel shall consult with one another and contact tlrt1ustice Trout with the 
date selected no later than fourteen (14) days from receipt of this Order. 
3. All named parties or their agents with full authority to settle, together with the 
attorneys responsible for handling the trial in this case are ordered to be present for the entire 
mediation conference pursuant to I.R.C.P. 16(k)(lO) unless otherwise excused by mediator or 
the Court upon a showing of good cause. 
4. Within seven (7) days following the last mediation session, the mediator or the 
parties shall advise the court, with a copy to the parties, only as to whether the case has, in 
whole or in part., settled. lfthe case is settled by mediation, within twenty-eight (28) days of a 
mediated final settlement, plaintiff shall dismiss the underlying action with or without prejudice 
as the parties agree. 
DATED: 
ORDER 
3 
Thomas 1. Ryan 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 11TH day of 
September, 2008, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing; Order Referring Case for Mediation, 
by delivering the same to each of the following, by U. S. Mail, 
to the addresses listed below: 
Robert t. Wetherell 
BRASSEY, WETHERELL & CRAWFORD 
P. O. Box 1009 Boise, Idaho 83701 
Douglas J. Parry 
DORSEY & WHITNEY LLP 
170 South Main Suite 900 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101-1655 
R. Brad Masingill 
Attorney at Law 
P. O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Christ Troupis 
Troupis Law Office, PA 
P. O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
Jeffrey A. Thompson 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
P. O. Box 1539 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Paul Knudson 
1000 NW 24th Street 
Fruitland, Idaho 83619 
Betty J. Dressen 
Clerk of the Court 
Certificate of Service/Mailing 
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FILED 
THIRD JUDICIAl DISTRICT COUR 
Payette County. Idaho 
SEP 1 0 2008 
I/~ 
__ -,A.M. P.M. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
) 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, ) 
INC., a Nevada Corporation; ) 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL ) 
MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada ) 
Corporation, fIkIa VANDERFORD ) 
CENTER, INC., ) 
Plaintiffs, 
-vs-
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, THE PINES ) 
TOWNHOMES, LtC. an Idaho ) 
limited liability company, AUSTIN ) 
HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited ) 
liability company, RICHARD I. ) 
GREIF, lODY L. GREIF, and JOHN) 
DOES 1-20, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counter-Claimants, ) 
RICHARD I. GREIF and JODY L. 
GREIF, husband and wife, THE 
PINES TOWNHOMES, LtC, and 
Idaho limited liability company, 
Cross-C] aim ants, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CV-OC-Ol-7380*D 
ORDER RESETTING CASE FOR TRIAL 
AND PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 
2138-451" .., 
-vs-. ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC) 
A Utah limited liability company. ) 
lR. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah ) 
Limited liability company, ) 
Cross-Defendants, 
) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, ) 
-vs-
Cross-Defendant/Counter 
Cross Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RICHARD 1. GREIF, JODY L. ) 
GREIF, THE PINES TOWNHOMES) 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability ) 
Company, ) 
) 
Counter Cross-Defendants. ) 
) 
CANYON CO 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above entitled matter has been 
RESCHEQULED for an eight (8) day jury trial on the following jury trial dates, which 
are second priority setting£. The jury trial will be before the Honorable Thomas J. 
Ryan, District Judge, at the Payette County Courthouse, Payette, Idaho. 
1) January 5-14,2009 at 9:00 A.M. 
2) February 4-13,2009 at 9:00 A.M. 
3) March 2-11,2009 at 9:00 A.M. 
4) April 6-15, 2009 at 9:00 A.M. 
5) May4-13, 2009 at 9:00 A.M. 
6) June 8-17, 2009 at 9:00 A.M. 
7) July 6-J5, 2009 at 9:00 A.M. 
8) August 17-26,2009 at 9:00 A.M. 
PAGE 071 H) 
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The Court further calendars a priority setting scheduled for September 1-11, 
2009, omitting September 7th as the court is closed in observance of Labor Day. 
A pretrial conference is scheduled for December 1st, 2008 at 3:15 P.M. at the 
Canyon COWlty Courthouse, Caldwell, Idaho. All parties may participate telephonically 
by contacting the undersigned's secretary at 454-7371. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED: 
1. That no later than thirty (30) days from the date of this Order, all parties must 
confer and attempt to enter into a stipulation regarding deadlines for discovery, disclosure 
of expert and lay witnesses and motions to join parties or amend the pleadings. If an 
agreement is reached, the parties are to file a signed stipUlation with the clerk of the 
court. If no agreement is reached, the parties are directed to set a status conference 
before this Court by contacting the undersigned Judge's secretary. 
2. The parties are ordered to proceed with alternative dispute resolution/mediation 
as per the Court's Order filed contemporaneously herewith. 
3. AIl pretrial motions are to have been filed and argued at least twenty-eight (28) 
days prior to trial. 
4. All motions for summary judgment shall be filed and noticed in accordance 
with Rule 56, Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure. 
S. All briefs filed by the parties shall not exceed twenty (20) pages. 
6. AIl parties must file with the Court at least seven (7) days before trial: 
A. A concise written statement of the theory of recovery or defense, the 
elements of that theory and supporting authorities. 
B. A written list identifying stipulated facts, all witnesses and all exhibits 
to be introduced at trial with a statement whether the exhibit is stipulated admissible. 
~~/l~/2BB8 05:40 208-45'" 7442 CANYON CO PAGE 09/10 
C. A written statement that the parties have discussed settlement or the 
use of extrajudicial procedures including alternative dispute techniques to resolve the 
dispute. 
D. Proposed Jury Instructions and Verdict forms, if applicable. 
7. Attorneys attending the pretrial conference must have authorization to enter 
into stipulations regard.ing factual issues and admission of exhibits. 
8. Each party is hereby notified that noncompliance with this Order may result in 
the Court imposing sanctions. 
DATED: 
Thomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 11m day of 
September, 2008, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing; Order Resetting case for Trail and Pre Trial 
Conference,by delivering the same to each of the following, 
by U. S. Mail, to the addresses listed below: 
Robert t. Wetherell 
BRASSEY, WETHERELL & CRAWFORD 
P. O. Box 1009 Boise, Idaho 83701 
Douglas J. Parry 
DORSEY & WHITNEY LLP 
170 South Main Suite 900 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101-1655 
R. Brad Masingill 
Attorney at Law 
P. O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Christ Troupis 
Troupis Law Office, PA 
P. O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
Jeffrey A. Thompson 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
P. O. Box 1539 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Paul Knudson 
1000 NW 24th Street 
Fruitland, Idaho 83619 
Betty J. Dressen 
Clerk of the Court 
Certificate of ServicelMailing 
#CV-2001-7380*D 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DIS .KJf-o ..... ------
FILED 
OF TIlE STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PA JUotClAL DISTRiCT OOUF 
) 
THE V AAnERFORD COMPANY, INC., ) 
a Nevada cotporation; and ) 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, ) 
INC.; a Nevada corporation, ) 
fka VANDERFORD CENTER, INC .• ) 
) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, AUSTIN HOMES. LLC, ) 
a Utah limited liability Company, ) 
J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC. A Utah ) 
lim.ited liability Company, and ) 
JOHN DOES 1-20, ) 
) 
Defendants, ) 
) 
And ) 
" ) 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an ) 
Idaho limited liability, ) 
) 
Defendant-Counterclaimant. ) 
) 
And ) 
) 
RICHARD I. GREIF and JODY GREIF; ) 
) 
Defendants-Counterclaimants, ) 
) 
And ) 
) 
STATE FARM FIRE AND ) 
CASUALTY COMPANY, ) 
) 
Intervmer. 1 
MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 
Ps¥ette County. ldaho 
SEP 1 1 2008 
/(.'-;/3 A.M n4. 
BpntJ.~ 
CASE NO. CV-OC 01-7380"'0 y 
MEMORANDUM DECISION 
AND ORDER UPON 
VANDERFORD'S MOTIONS IN LIMINE 
AND MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT AND UPON GRElFS' MOTIONS 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
1 
7f) 
Paul Knudson and Richard Greif entered into a business arrangement for the development 
of real estate in Payette. They initially formed a limited liability company called the Pines 
Townhomes) LLC (the LLC). Financing for the tovvn homes was obtained from Vanderford, 
Coincidentally, one of Knudson's brothers was the president of Vanderford and two of his brothers 
were managers of Vanderford. Over their course of dealings, Vanderford loaned approximately 
$2,500,000 which was supposed to fund the construction of the to'Wll homes. Some, but not all, of 
the loans were repaid as the townhome properties did not sell as planned. Vanderford brought suit 
to coHect and/or foreclose against the LLC, the Greifs, individually. and Knudson, individually, and 
his LLC's. The Oreifs and Knudson each cross claimed against the other. Numerous claims and 
defenses were asserted and the matter was tried before ajury In April, 2004. 
Short term loans to the LLC were financed through Loan No. 482 and secured by a Deed of 
Trust on the portion of the properties to be improved by the loan. At the trial, the Greifs claimed 
that they purcbased 35 town homes as investment properties and paid approximately $2,000,000 of 
the LLC debt to Vanderford in the process. However~ Knudson claimed that the town. home 
properties were not purchased. but that he and Richard Greif agreed that Greif would hold them in 
trust for the LLC to be used as rental units. The process of purchasing the town homes took place 
between October. 1998 and February. 2000. During tl1at time, the Greifs signed two notes and trust 
deeds that Vanderford claimed made th.emselves personally liable for $180,000 of the LLC's debt 
to Vandeiford. The Greifs' claimed that they were fraudulently induced into signing the documents 
and that; in any event, the notes had been paid. Vanderford sought to recover approximately 
$500.000 and to foreclose on the Greif Trust Deeds. 
The jury decided eight (8) issues submitted to them. 
1 .. that then existed a eontract betw'een Vanderford and the Greifs which was not 
breached; 
2. no unjust enrichment due to the dealings between Vanderford and the Greif8; 
3. a breached contract between the LLC and Vanderionl with damages of 
approximately $153,500; 
4. no unjust enrichment due to the dealings between the LLC and Vanderford; 
5. no contrad between. Knudson and the Greifs; 
6. tbat the Greifs WCl"e unjustly enriched in the amount of $237,000 throu.gh their 
MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 2 
71 
dealings with Knudson; 
7. that Vanderford did not commit a slander of title against the properties; and, 
8. Vanderford was not negligent when it did not release liens against the properties. 
Based upon the jury's findings, the Court did not allow Vanderford to foreclose. 
Both Oreifs and Vanderford appealed. Vanderford argued that the court erred in its 
jury instructions and in not allowing foreclosure. The Oreifs argued that there was no legal 
basis for the unjust enrichment claim by Knudson against them and that the court erred in 
giving jury instructions on this. issue. Intervener State Farm argued for Us attorney fees. 
In its decision, the Idaho Supreme Court found that: 
1. Vanderford's attempt to foreclose on the Greif Trust Deeds was correctly disallowed 
by the trial court because the jury did not find that the contract between the Greifs and 
Vanderford had been breached. The jury did find that the contract between the LLC 
and Vanderford was breached but that the Greif Trust Deeds were not narned as 
collateral for that contract, only the Greif Notes, so the only collateral Vanderford had 
was anything that the LLC owned and the 10an documents referred to as the Greif 
Notes. 
2.. Oral Agreement (Rental Pool). Vanderford claimed that Richard Greif and Knudson 
had an oral !'rental pooP' agreement whereby Greif would hold the town homes in trust 
for the LLC so that these properties were available to Vanderford in. trying to satisfY 
judgment against the LLC. Jury Instructions 21 and 31 misled the jury in that they 
included .lady Greif as a party to tbis alleged oral agreement argued to exist between 
Richard Greif and Knudson. 
3. Fraudulent Conveyance and Alter Ego. 
A. Jury instructions re: Vanderford's theory that it could pierce the corporate veil 
of the LLC and find the Greifs Hable for the LLC debt were a correct statement 
of the law but were not given by the trial court because it concluded that no 
reasonable view of the evidence could support that theory. 
B. Vanderford claims that a fraudulent conveyance occurred when the town 
homes were transferred from the LLC to the Gteifs. The Supreme Court found 
MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 3 
that there was sufficient evidence presented on this issue that. fraudulent 
conveyance instructions should have been given to the jury. 
B. Vanderford argued that the corporate veil should be pierced because the LLC 
was Greifs alter ego. Vanderford's proposed instructions on this issue were not 
gjven. The Supreme Court said there was adequate evidence on this issue, that 
the instructions should have been given and that the ones proposed by 
Vanderford were a correct statement of the law. 
4. Slander ()f Title. The trial court refused to give an instruction on Greifs' theory that 
Vanderford committed slander of title on. the town home properties when it published 
a notice of lis pendens. However, the Supreme Court pointed out that such a 
publication is not defamatory, but merely informs the public that the properties arc 
involved in litigation. Therefore, the Supreme Court concluded that the trial court did 
not abuse its discretion in deciding not to give that requested instruction. 
5. Breach of Contract. Greif argued that Vanderford had a contractual duty to reconvey 
deeds of trust to the town homes. The trial court understood the law to be that the 
failure to reconvey was negligence and only instructed the jury on the issue of 
negligence. The Supreme Court said that the failure to reconvey could be negligence 
or breach of contract. So the jltty did not receive proper instruction as to the latter 
Issue. 
6. The Supreme Court found that there was no contract demonstrated between the Greifs 
and Knudson. which could act as a bar to the theory of trqjust enrichment. Sufficient 
evidence was presented at trial to support the jury's award of damages for unjust 
enrichment "However, there are significant issues to be submitted to a jury on retrial 
of this case which might have impacted the jUlY's decision had they been submitted to 
the jury. Consequently, the unjust enrichment verdict was vacated." Vanderford Co., 
Inc. v. Knudson, 144 Idaho 547, 558, 165 PJd 261. 272 (2007). 
7. Fina11y~ the Supreme Court found that the transactions between the parties constituted 
a commercIal transaction supporting an award of attorneys fees pursuant to I.C. §12-
120(3). However, since B. determination of who qualifies as a prevailing party is 
determined "from and overall view, not a claim-by-claim analysis", citation omitted, a 
MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 4 
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final award for trial and the appeal is dependent upon the outcome of the new trial the 
Supreme Court ordered. 
In summary, the case was remanded for a new trial on the issues of alter ego, fraudulent 
conveyance, oral agreement and breach of contract and whether Greifs were unjustly 
enriched to the detriment of Knudson. The trial court did Dot abuse its discretion. for faiHng to 
give an instruction on Greifs' slander of title claim against Vanderford for publication of the notice 
of lis pendens against the town home properties. Vanderford cannot foreclose on the Greif Trust 
Deeds because they are not collateral for the contract between Vanderford and the Greifs. Since 
this case is remanded for new trial, any award of attorney fees is dependent upon the outcome of 
that triaL 
Following remand, the original trial. judge was disqualified pursuant to Idaho Rule of CiviJ 
Procedure 40( d)( 1) and the undersigned judge was assigned to the case. 
The parties have stipulated and agreed that issues (2), (4), (7), and (8) decided by the jury 
are no longer issues in this case. 
VANDERFORD·S MOnONS IN LIMINE AND 
MOnON FOR PAR1'1AL. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Vanderford has filed two motions in limine. 
Trial courts have broad discretion in determining the admissibility 
of evidence in cases before them and ruling on motions in limine. 
This Court will not disturb a trial court's discretion absent a clear 
showing of abuse. See State v. Gray, 129 Idaho 784, 791, 932 P.2d 
907, 914 (Ct.App.1997). When. reviewing an exercise of discretion 
on appeal this Court inquires as to: (1) whether the lower court 
correctly perceived the issue alii one of discretion; (2) whether the 
court acted within the outer bounds of such discretion and 
consistently with legal standards applicable to specific choices; and 
(3) whether the court reached its decision by an exercise of reason. 
State v. Thompson, 132 Idaho 628.631,977 P.2d 890, 893 (1999); 
see also State v. Bush, 131 Idaho 22. 3J~ 951 P.2d 1249, 1258 
(1997), citing State v. Hedger. 115 Idaho 598, 600, 768 P.2d 1331, 
1333 (1989). The trial court's exercise of discretion must constitute 
reversible error affecting the substantial tights of a party before this 
Court will disturb the trial court's decision. See id. 
Appel v. LePage, 135 Idaho 133~ 135-36, 15 P.3d 1141,1143-44 (2000). 
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The doctrine of "law of the case" is well established in Idaho and provides that "upon an 
appeal, the Supreme Court. in deciding a case presented states in its opinIon a principle or rule of 
law necessary to the decision, such pronouncement becomes the law of the case, and must be 
adhered to throughout its subsequent progress, both in the trial court and upon subsequent appeal 
.... " Swanson. v. Swanson, 134 Idaho 512,5 P.3d 973 (2000); see also Suilt~ v. First Sec. Bank 
of Idaho, 110 Idaho 15. 21, 713 P.2d 1374. 1380 (1985) (quoting Fiscu.r v. Beartooth E/ec. 
Coop., Inc., 180 Mont. 434, 591 P.2d 196. 197 (l979». 
The first motion in limine seeks a ruling from this court that the jury's finding (3) above, 
(that a conn-act between Vanderford and the LLC was breached and Vanderford was 
damaged in the amount of SI53,177.49) is res judicata and the subsequent award of attorneys fees 
and costs of $368,535.59 against the LLC has already been ruled upon and decided. The 
defendants~ response is that the "law of the case" applies and Vanderford has a judgment against 
the LLC for $153,177 .49 in damages. However, they strongly oppose the award of attorney fees as 
the Supreme Court stated ''the award of attorney fees is vacated." 
The Supreme Court found that attorneys fees are proper pursuant to I.e. §12-120(3) as the 
dealings between the parties constitute a commercial transaction. In this case~ the Court will find 
Vanderford to be a prevailing party as against the LLC, but Vanderford may not prevail on its 
claims against Greifs, in. which case an award of attorneys fees may change dependant upon the 
juri's verdict on the remaining issues to be tried. 
The second motion is asking the Court to uphold the jury~s finding that a contract existed 
between Vanderford and the Greifs'. That is, the Greif Notes are a valid and binding contract. 
Vanderford seeks to have the court ignore the finding of the jury that the Grcifs' did not breach that 
contract. Rather. Vanderford argues that since it was trying to foreclose on the properties set forth 
in the Trust Deeds and never made demand for payment of the Greif Notes, the jury appropriately 
found that Greifs did not breach the contract. Vanderford now argues that since it made a demand 
for payment after the Supreme Court decision, it is only now that the Greifs are in breach of the 
contract. 
The Oreifs counter that the argument that they personally guaranteed the LLC debt up to 
$180,000 was submi.tted to the jury and the jury found that the Greifs were fl.ot liable to Vanderford. 
Finally, Vanderford has filed a motion for partial summary judgment claiming that it is 
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entitled to ajudgment that Greifs' have breached th.eir contract (generally called the Greif Notes) by 
failing to or refusing to pay the $180,000 obligation after demand for payment in August, 2007. 
This is directly related to its second motion in limine. If the Court were to grant the motion in 
limine, it only follows that this motion for partial summary judgment should be granted. 
However, the court agrees with the assessment of Greifs' counsel. That is, that this m.atter 
was submitted to the jUlY for a decision and the doctrine of "law of th.e case" bars subsequent 
litigation upon the issue of whether the Greifs' breached their contract to Vanderford. The Greifs' 
argued that they fulfilled their obligations pursuant to the Greif notes and they prevailed on. this 
issue with the jUl)'. This court is of the opinion that the Idaho Supreme Court agreed with this 
position when it stated, "[ A1dditionally. it appears that the jury considered the Vanderford argument 
and found that the Greifs were not liable to Vanderford." Vanderford, supr~ at p. 553. If the 
Greifs are ultimately found to be personally liable for the LLC debt, it will be on the issues of 
fraudulent conveyance or alter ego, not upon the Greif notes. 
GREIFS' MOTIONS FOR SUMiVARY JUDGMENT 
The Greifs have filed motio.ns for summary judgment on a nwn.ber of issues. The issues 
are: (1) fraudulent conveyance; (2) alter ego; (3) Knudson's claim of unjust enrichm.ent; and, (4) 
Vanderford's breach of contract by faiiing to reconvey deeds of trust. 
Standard for Summary Judgment: 
1. General rule 
Summary judgment is appropriate only when the pleadings, depositions, affidavits and 
admissions on. file show that there is no genuine issue of material fact and the movant is entitled 
to judgment as a matter of law. I.R.C.P. 56(c). 
Standards applicable to summary judgment require the district court to Hberally construe 
facts in the existing record in favor of the party opposing the motion, and to draw all reasonable 
inferences from the record in favor of the nonmoving party. If the record contains conflicting 
inferences or reasonable minds might reach different conclusions, a summary judgment must be 
denied. Finholt v. Cresto, 143 Idaho 894, 155 P.3d 695 (2007); Loomis v. City ~f Hailey, ] 19 
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Idaho 434 (1991). 
2. Burden 
When a party moves for summary judgment, the initial burden of establishing the absence 
of a genuine issue of material fact rests with the moving party, thus, it follows that if th.e moving 
party fails to challenge an element of the nonmovant's case. the initial burden placed on the 
moving party has not been met and therefore does not shift to the nonmovant. Thompson v. City 
of Idaho Falls, 126 Idaho 587 (Ct.App.1994). 
If, however, the basis for a properly supported motion is that no genuine issue of material 
fact exists with regard to an element of the non-moving party's case, it is incumbent upon the 
non-moving party to establish an issue of fact regarding that element. Farm Credit Bank of 
Spokane Y. Stevenson, 125 Idaho 270, 272~ 73, 869 P.2d 1365. 1367~68 (1994). 
The discussion below outlines the court's opinion as to each issue upon which the Greifs' 
seek summary judgment. 
1. Vanderford's fraudulent conveyance claim 
The Supreme Court stated, "[MJuch of the evidence presented at trial went toward the 
fraudulent con:veyance issue. There was sufficient evidence to present the fraudulent conveyance 
instructions to the jury." Vanderford supra at p. 556. Despite this finding, the Greifs claim that 
the alleged "rental pool" agreement (which they deny ever existed) is what forms the basis of the 
fraudulent conveyance claim. That this purported "rental pool" agreement violated federal 
banking law B;lld is unenforceable and therefore summary judgment should be granted in their 
favor on this claim. 
The illegality of a contract can be raised at any stage in litigation. The Court has the duty 
to raise the issue of illegality sua sponte. Morrison v. Young, .1.36 Idaho 316, 318, 32 P.3d J J 16, 
1118 (2001); Quiring Y. Quiring. 130 Idaho 560, 566, 944 P.2d 695, 701 (1997). Whether a 
contract is illegal is a question of law for the court to determine from all the facts and 
circumstances of each case. Morrison, 1.36 Idaho al J18, 32 P . .3d at J 118; Quiring. 130 Idaho at 
566,944 P.2d at 701 (citing Stearns V. Williams, 72 Idaho 276~ 283~ 240 P.2d 833,840 (1952)). 
An illegal contract is one that rests on illegal consideration consisting of any act or forbearance 
which is contrary to law or public policy. Quiring. 130 Idaho at 566. 944 P.2d at 701 (citations 
omitted). Th.e general rule is that a contract prohibited by law is illegal and unenforceable. Id.; 
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Williams v. Cont'i Lifo & Ace. Co., 100 Idaho 71, 73, 593 P.2d 708, 710 (1979); Whitney v. 
Cont'l Life and Ace. Co., 89 Idaho 96, lOS, 403 P.2d 573, 579 (196.5). A contract "which is made 
for the purpose of furtherini any matter or thin& prohibited by statute ... is void." Kun~ v. Lobo 
Lodge, Inc., 133 Idaho 608 t 611,990 P.2d 1219, 1222 (Ct.App.1999) (quoting POrler v. Canyon 
County Farmers' Mut Fire Ins. Co., 45 Idaho 522, 525, 263 P. 632, 633 (1928)). This rule 
applies on the ground of public policy to every contract which is founded on a transaction 
prohibited by statute. Id (citing Porter, 45 Idaho at 525, 263 P. 632, 633 (1928) (citations 
omitted»). 
Vanderford argues that the agreement between Richard Greif and Paul Knudson to share 
the rental income on the town home properties did not require Greif to convey title to the 
property. AU that was represented to the lenders to obtain flllatlcing for the purchase of the town 
homes was the owner of title. The court finds t11ere was nothing false about the representations 
made to the lenders and therefore no illegal contract. The Greifs were the legal and titled owners 
of the to'W11 homes and there is nothing illegal about an agreement that they give a percentage of 
the rental income produced on the properties to another. The lenders' collateral was the equity in 
the tovvn homes) not the potential rental income. 
M. the standard of review on a summary judgment motion Is to make all inferen.ces in favor 
of the nonmoving party, it seems very clear that there are material issues of fact on this issue and 
that the instruction of the Supreme Court was to hold a new trial on the issue of fraudulent 
conveyance~ among others. 
2. Van.derford's alter ego claim 
The Supreme Court found that tbere was "evidence to support the claim". Vanderford, 
supra at p. 557. This court is satisfied that Vanderford has put forth sufficient argument showing 
that there exists an issue of material fact to be detennined by the jury. The Supreme Court 
specifically directed that the jury should have been instructed as to this issue. For these reasons, 
this court believes summary judgment on the issue of alter ego should be denied. 
3. Greif's claim for breach of contract 
Again, the Supreme Court specifically instructed that a new trial was to be held on the issue 
of breach of contract. Sununary judgment should be denied. 
4, Knudson's claim of unjust enrichmem against Greift. 
MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 
The Supreme Court said that "Sufficient evidence was produced at trial to support the jury's 
award of unjust enrichment. However, there are significant issues to be submitted to the jury on 
retrial of this case which might have impacted the jury's decision had they been submitted to the 
jury. Consequently, the unjust enrichment verdict is vacated." Vandeiford, supra. at p. 559. 
Greifs' have argued that the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure require judgment to be entered 
in their favor on this motion because Knudson has filed no direct opposition. However, even 
though Knudson has not specifically replied to this motion, it would not seem prudent for this court 
to disregard the directive of the appellate court. 
In addition, the court notes that the record contains an Affidavit of Paul Knudson which 
alleges specific facts that oppose the Greifs' motion which was filed by Vanderford on August 25, 
2008. The court considers this affidavit to be part of the .record. 
Therefore. the prevailing parties on these various motions are directed to prepare an Order 
consistent with this Memorandum Decision. 
Dated this Jl..tl day of September, 2008. 
Thomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
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Nevada Corporation, fka VANDERFORD 
CENTER, INC., 
Plaintiffs/Counter-Defendants, 
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individually, AUSTIN HOMES, LtC, a Utah 
llmited Hability compa.iJy, J.R. 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited 
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This matter came on for hearing before the Court~ the Honorable Thomas J. Ryan 
presiding, on September 8, 2008. on the following Motions in Limine: 
1. Val''Iderford's Motion in Limine that Vanderford's Judgment Against the Pines 
Townhomcs, LtC for Damages and for Attorneys; Fees and Costs is Res .Judicata 
and Not Subject to Challenge on Remand (the "LLC Judgment Motion''); and 
2. Vanderford's Motion in limine that the Jury's Fi.nding That a Contract Existed 
Between Vanderford and the Greifs was Affirmed on Appeal and is Res .Judicata 
and not su~ject to Challenge on Remand (the "Greif Contract Motion'} 
These Motions are referred to collectively herein as the "Motions in Limine." 
Vanderford was represented by Douglas J. Parry of Dorsey & Whitney LLP, and Robert 
T. Wetherell and John M. Howell of Brassey. WcthcreU & Crawford, L.L.P. Richard and Jody 
Greifwere represented by Christ Troupis and R. Brad Masingill. Paul Knudson appearedp1"o se. 
The Court having heard and considered the arguments of counsel, having reviewed and 
considered the 'WTltten submIssions of the pa.rties, and having issued its Memorandum Dec1.sion 
and Order Upon Vanderford's Motions in Limine and Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and 
Upon Greifs' Motions for Summary Judgment, the Court rules upon the Motions in Limine as 
follows: 
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Order on Vanderford's Motions in Limine 
1. The LtC Judgment Motion is GRANTED in part and DENIED in part. The 
Court rules that the jury's finding that a contract between Vanderford and the LLC was breached 
and that Vanderford was damaged in the amount of$153,177.49 is resjudicata and not subject 
to challenge at the trial ofthis matter. The COllrt further finds that Vanderford was the prevailing 
party as against the LLC and that attorneys fees are proper pursuant to I.e. § l2-120(3), as the 
dealings between the parties constitute a commercial transaction. However, the Court declines to 
rule that the attorneys' fee award is resfudicata, as the award of attorneys fees may change 
depending upon the jury's verdict on the remaining issues. 
2. The Greif Contract Motion is DENIED. 
DATED this ~ day of_.....;o.:;....;t);J....,II:I:. _____ , 2008. 
BYTIIECOURT 
~~9~-
District Judge 
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ORDER ON VANDERFORD'S 
MOnON FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDOMENT 
FILED 
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P8f'~. County. Ideht 
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ORDER ON VANDERFORD'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUOOMENT 1 
This matter came on for hearing before the Court on September 8,2008, on Vanderford's 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment on Grcifs' Contract Claim. 
Vanderford was represented by Douglas 1. Parry of Dorsey & Whitney LLP. and Robert 
T. Wetherell and John M. Howell of Brassey, Wetherell & Crawford, LLP. Richard and Jody 
Oreifwere represented by Christ Troupis and R. Brad MasingilJ. Paul Knudson appeared pro se. 
The Court having heard and considered the arguments of counsel, having reviewed and 
considered the written submissions of the parties, and having issued jts Memorandum Decision 
and Order Upon Vanderford's Motions in Limine and Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and 
Upon Greifs' Motion for Summary Judgment, the Court rules upon Vanderford's Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment on Oreifs' Contract Claim as follows: 
l. Vanderford's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment is DENIED. 
Dated this &!"'-day of October, 2008. 
Thomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
ORDER ON VANDERFORD'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUOOMENT 2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR PA VETTE COUNTY 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., 
a Nevada Corporation; and PRIMARY 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a 
Nevada Corporation, fka VANDERFORD 
CENTER, INC., 
Plaintiffs/Counter-Defendants, 
vs. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personalJy and 
individually, AUSTIN HOMES. LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company, J.R. 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company, RICHARD r. GREIF. 
JODY L. GREIF) and JOHN DOES 1 - 20, 
Defendants/Counter-Claimants, 
ORDER ON GREIFS~ MOTIONS 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Judge Thomas Joseph Ryan 
Case No. CV-OC-01-7380 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
individually, 
VS. 
Cross-Defendant/Counter 
Cross-Claimant, 
RICHARD I. GREIF, lODY L. GREIF~ 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, L.L.c., an 
Idaho limited liability company, 
Counter Cross-Defendants. 
This matter came on for hearing before the Court, the Honorable Thomas J. Ryan 
presiding, on September 8, 2008. on Defendants Richard & Jody Greif's Motion for Summary 
Judgment against Vanderford Company and Primary Residential Mortgage, Inc. and Paul 
Knudson ("Greifs' Motions for Summary Judgment"). Vanderford was represented by Douglas 
J. Pany of Dorsey & Whitney LLP and Robert T. Wetherell and John M. Howell of Brassey, 
Wetherell & Crawford, L.L.P. Richard 1. Greif and lody L. Oreifwere represented by Christ 
Troupis and R. Brad Masingill. Paul Knudson appeared pto .re. 
Greifs' Motions for Summary Judgment sought summary judgment as to (1) Vanderford's 
fraudulent conveyance claim against the Greifs; (2) Vanderford's alter ego claim against Richard. 
1. Greif; (3) Paul Knudson's oral agreement ("rental pool") claim against the Oreifs; (4) Paul 
Knudson's unjust enrichment claim against the Greifs; and (5) the Greifs' breach of contract 
claim against Vanderford. 
The Court having heard and considered the arguments of counsel. having reviewed and 
considered the written submissions of the parties, and having issued its Memorandum Decision 
and Order Upon Vanderford's Motions in Limine and Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and 
Upon Greifs' Motions for Summary Judgment, the Court finds that there are genuine issues of 
Order on GreHs' Motions for Summary Judgm,ent 
material fact with respect to Vanderford's fraudulent conveyance claim, Vanderford's alter ego 
claim, Knudson's oral agreement ("rental pool") claim, Knudson's unjust enrichment claim, and 
Greifs' breach of contract claim. Further, the Idaho Supreme Court specifically ordered that a 
new trial be held on each of these claims. 
Based upon the foregoing, it is hereby ORDERED that Greif.5' Motions for Summary 
Judgment are DENIED. 
DATED this ~ day of_--=-a=-U!..M~""'''''''''''~_' 2008. 
Order on Greif's;' Motions for Summary Judgment 
Thomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
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l1iIRD JUDICV\L DISTRICT C0URT 
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FEB 2 7 21m ~ 
__ -..A.r-,~ /2 P.M. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
) 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, ) 
INC., a Nevada Corporation; ) 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL ) 
MORTGAOE, INC., a Nevada ) 
Corporation, flkJa VANDERFORD ) 
CENTER, INC., ) 
Plaintiffs, 
~vs-
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, THE PINES ) 
TOWNHOMES, LLC., an Idaho ) 
Limited liability company, AUSTIN ) 
HOMES, LLC., a Utah limited ) 
LiabHity company, RICHARD 1. ) 
GREIF, lODY 1. GREIF, and JOHN) 
DOES 1-20, ) 
) 
Defendant/Counter-Claimants, ) 
RICHARD l. GREIF and lODY L. 
GREIF, husband and wife, THE 
PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC., and 
Idaho limited liability company, 
Cross-Claimants, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CV-OC~Ol-7380"D 
ORDER SETTING CASE FOR 
HEARING UPON GREIFS' 
MOTION TO ENFORCE 
SEITLEMENT AND DISMISS 
PAUL KNUDSON'S CLAIMS 
UNDER RULE 12(b)(6), I.R.C.P. 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC) 
A Utah limited liability company, ) 
J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah ) 
Limited liability company, ) 
Cross-Defendants, 
) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, ) 
-vs-
Cross-Defendant/Counter 
Cross Claimant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
RICHARD I. GREIF, JODY L. ) 
GREIF, THE PINES TOWNHOMES) 
LLC., an Idaho limited liability ) 
Company, ) 
) 
Counter Cross-Defendants, ) 
) 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above entitled matter is hereby scheduled for 
hearing upon Defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greifs' Motion to Enforce 
Settlement and Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims Under Rule 12(b)(6), on March 23~ 
200? at 1:30 P.M. before the Honorable Thomas J. Ryan, District Judge, Payette County, 
Payette, Idaho. 
DATED: ~ I z.~ I o'i 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
COUNTY OF PQ.~ett e 
) 
) 58 
) 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing ORDER was 
forwarded to the following: 
Robert T. Wetherell 
BRASSEY, WETHERELL 
& CRAWFORD, LLP 
P. O. Box 1009 
Boise, ID 83701 
R. Brad Masingill 
Attorney at Law 
P. O. Box 467 
Weiser, ID 83672 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis Law Office, P A 
P. O. Box 2408 
Eagle,ID 83616 
Douglas J. Parry 
Dorsey &. WbJtney, LLP 
136 South Main Street, Ste. 1000 
Salt Lak.e City, DT 84101-1685 
Jeffrey A. Thomson 
ELAM&BURKE 
251 E. Front St., Ste. 300 
Boise, ID 83701 
Paul Knudson 
1000 NW 24th Street 
Fruitland, ID 83619 
Either by depositing the same in the u.s. mail, first class postage prepaid. or by personal 
se.rvice. 'II\. 
DATED this eR 7 day of February, 2009. 
Betty J. Dressen 
Clerk of the District Court 
q 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
) 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., ) 
a Nevada corporation; and ) 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, ) 
INC., a Nevada corporation, ) 
fka VANDERFORD CENTER, INC., ) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants, 
VS. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
Individually, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, 
a Utah limited liability Company, 
J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, A Utah 
limited liability Comptmy, !Lt1d 
JOHN DOES 1-20. 
Defendants, 
And 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES~ LtC, an 
Idaho limited liability, 
Defendant-Counterclaimant. 
And 
RICHARD I. GREIF and JODY GREIF, 
Defendants-Counterclaimants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CV-OC 01-7380"'D 
MEMORANDUM DECISION 
AND ORDER UPON 
GREIFS' MOTION TO ENFORCE 
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT & 
DISMISS PAUL KNUDSON'S 
CLAIMS PURSUANT TO 1.R.C.P, 12(b)(6) 
MEMORANDUM DECISION UPON GREIF'S 
MOTION TO ENFORCE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
l 
And 
STATE FARM FIRE AND 
CASUALTY COMPANY, 
Intm:vener. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
1 
Following the issuance of its Memorandum Decision & Order upon Vanderford's motions 
in limine and motion for partial summary judgment and upon Greifs' motion for summary 
judgment, this Court ordered that the parties attempt to settle this case by mediation. Former Chief 
Justice of the Idaho Supreme Court, Linda Copple Trout, was selected as mediator and it went 
forward on October 14, 2008. Following the mediation, the Court was informed by Justice Trout, 
through the Court's secretary, that the parties had reached an agreement with only a few 
contingencies that had to be completed. Nothing further was heard by the Court until November 
10, 2008 when Paul Knudson filed a "Notice of Mediation Failure and Motion to Set Jury Trial". 
In response, both the Greifs and Vanderford filed separate memoranda on November 25, 
2008 claiming that the matter had been settled by agreement of all parties, including Paul Knudson, 
and that the parties were simply finalizing their agreement. 
A pre~trial conference was held on December 1. 2008 with Paul Knudson appearing in 
person and counsel for the remaining parties appearing via telephone. At that conference, Knudson 
again demanded the matter be set for trial and the remaining parties declared that the matter had 
been settled. Knudson, representing himself pro se, attempted to explain his position to the Court 
but was not expressing himself with clarity so the Court asked that he file a written declaration of 
the reasons that he believed that the matter had not been settled. 
Paul Knudson complied with this request and filed a document entitled "Paul Knudson's 
Explanation of Failure to Reach Agreement at Mediation" on December 31, 2008. Therein, 
Knudson appears to state that the mediation proceeded based upon the premise that he and 
Vanderford had reached a separate .settlement agreement and that based upon that agreement he 
allowed Vanderford to negotiate settlement of not only their claims, but also his claims, with the 
Greifs. Knudson asserts that Vanderford later breached. the agreement that he had with them. 
Paw Knudson's words are; 
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Vanderford was the driving force in .negotiating a settlement with 
Greifs, on the basis that Vanderford had a prior agreement with 
Paul to settle with Paul. •• Paul was assured repeatedly that 'we 
have an agreement', so Paul aJlowed Vanderford to continue [at the 
mediation] as they saw fit .... although there were ·global settlement 
negotiations' held with Vanderford, PRIOR to mediation, outlining 
the basis of a settlement between Vanderford and Paul. PauJ 
dearly and adamantly states that those basis have NOT been 
satisfied, and that Vanderford has specifically denounced and 
repudiated any voluntary agreement with Paul • • • 
See pgs. :2 & 3 of Knudson's Explanation of Failure to Reach 
Agreement, emphasis added. 
On pages 4 & 5 and then again on pages 7, 8 & 9 of his "Explanation", Paul Knudson 
attempts to set forth the specific details of his agreement with Vanderford and if these terms were 
complied with, Paul KnUdson agreed to "sell his assets to Vanderford, including his lawsuit rights. 
and that would allow Vanderford to negotiate a binding mediation settlement offer with Greifs." 
Knudson claims that Vanderford failed to comply 'With these tenns. 
On January 8, 2009, the Oreifs' fi.Ied a motion to enforce settlement agreement and to 
dismiss Knudson's claims pursuant to I.R.C.P. 12 (b)(6). Therein, Greifs state that there indeed 
was an agreement between Vanderford and KnUdson whereby Knudson agreed to assign alJ of his 
claims in tbis lawsuit, including his claims against Greifs, to Vanderford. Believing that 
negotiation with Vanderford in.cluded resolution of Knudson's daLrns:; a settlement ""'as then 
reached between Greifs and Vanderford at the mediation.. It is Greifs' position that Knudson's 
remedy presently is to pursue a breach of contract claim (or a motion to enforce settJement 
agreement) against Vanderford, not to go forward with this lawsuit. Greifs point out that Knudson 
admits that he had an agreement with Vanderford which assigned all of his lawsuit rights to them 
prior to the mediation. It is because Vanderford reneged on this agreem.ent that Knudson now asks 
that this lawsuit go forward as if these agreements had never been reached. 
Greifs cite the authority of Goodman v. Lathrop. 143 Idaho 622, 151 P.3d 818 (2007) for 
the proposition that the existence of a valid compromise and settlement agreement is a complete 
defense to an action based upon the original claim. Based upon that legal authority, Greifs seek 
enforcement of the settlement agreement and dismissal of Knudson's c.laims pursuant to I.R.e.p. 12 
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(b )(6) for failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 
State Farm. was the next party to reply to Knudson's claim that settlement was not reached 
at the mediation. They point out that Knudson, by his own admission, gave authority to Vanderford 
to negotiate settlement of his claims at the mediation. Vanderford did so. Therefore, Knudson is 
bound by that settlement agreement. Any misunderstanding betvveen Vanderford and Knudson 
does not alter State Fann's position. Greifs later confirmed that they had reached a settlement 
agreement with State Fann to pay a sum certain upon receipt of the first payment from Vanderford. 
VandeTford's response to Knudson's "Explanation" was that they had previously agreed to 
forego execution upon a judgment they had against Knudson in another case until this case had 
resolved. Vandetford claims that at a 1unch meeting between KnUdson, Vanderford's president and 
legal counsel ''Vanderford affirmed to Mr. Knudson that Vanderford would accept an assignment of 
all pledged assets from Mr. Knudson in exchange for a full reJease of all debts, liabilities, or 
deficiencies due to Van.derford to provIde Mr. Knudson with a fresh start. . . . In exchange, Mr. 
Knudson affirmed his agreement to convey his interest in the Pines Townhomes LLC and the Pines 
and Quail Cove properties, and join in the settlement Vanderford might reach vvith the Greifs. so 
long as the settlement included a release of all claims the Greifs may claim. against Mr. Knudson." 
Additionally, Vanderford claims that Knudson was informed of the specific terms of settlement that 
had been reached with the Greifs and "Mr. Knudson represented that he agreed to the tcnns of the 
agreement but at the s~rne time expressing his fru..,"tration tr...at th'1der the volUr,tary agret;.ment with 
Vanderford he reaUy could not object to it." 
Most importantly, Vanderford states that it "bas not 'denounced' or <repudiated' the 
voluntary agreement with Mr. Knudson." It disagrees that the terms of the agreement are as set out 
in Knudson's "Explanation". Vanderford claims that Knudson is "using his pretended opposition 
to the mediated settlement to negotiate a better deal for himself with Vanderford." 
Vanderford takes the position that the mediated settlement agreement must be enforced. At 
the hearing, they agreed to indemnifY the Greifs against Paul Knudson's claims and proceed in a 
separate lawsuit for breach of contract against Kn.udson. 
Paul Knudson replied, in oral argument, that it is his belief that no contract existed between 
he and Vanderford and that there was no settlement agreement at the mediation because these 
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UNQINGS OF LAW 
The case cited by the Oreifs in support of their motion to enforce the settlement agreement 
is Goodman v. Lathrop. 143 Idaho 622. 151 PJd 818 (2007). Therein. the Idaho Supreme Court 
states: 
"The existence of a valid agreement of compromise and settlement 
is a complete defense to an action based upon th.e original claim." 
Wilson v. Bogert. 81 Idaho 535, 542, 347 P.2d 341, 345 (1959). 
The agreement supersedes and extinguishes all pre-existing claims 
th.e parties intended to settle. [d. 'lIn an action brought to enforce an 
agreem.ent of compromise and settlement, made in good faith, the 
court will not inquire into the merits or validity of the original 
claim." Id All that remains before this Court is the question of the 
validity and enforceability of the mediation agreement at issue. 
In the case of Kohring v. Robertson. 137 Idaho 94, 99, 44 P.3d 1149, 1154 (Idaho, 2002), 
the Idaho Supreme court stated: 
Stipulations for the settlement of litigation are regarded with favor 
by the courts and will be enforced un.less good cause to the 
contrary is shown. Conley v. Whittlesey, 126 Idaho 630. 634. 888 
P .2d 804, 808 (Ct.App.1995) (citations omitted). Whether the 
parties to an. oral agreement or stipulation become bound prior to 
the drafting and execution of a contemplated formal writing is 
largeJy a question of intent. Conley, 126 Idaho at 634, 888 P.2d at 
808. "[A] contract must be complete, definite and certain in all its 
material tenns, or contain provisions which are capable in 
themselws o/being reduced to certainty." Giacobbi Square v. PEK 
Corp., 105 Idaho 346, 348~ 670 P.2d 51, 53 (1983) (citations 
omitted) (emphasis in original)." 
In the case of Mihalka v. Shepherd, 145 Idaho 547~ 18J P.3d 473 (2008), the Idaho 
Supreme Court stated: 
We did observe that because a settlement agreement is a new 
con.tract settling an o.ld dispute, it is better practice for litigants to 
amend their pleadings to add a cause of action for breach of 
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contract rather than, as here, filing a motion for summary 
judgment. Id at 626 n. 3, 151 P.3d at 822 n. 3. Nevertheless. we 
recognized that a party may ask the trial court to enforce a 
settlement reached in mediation before the original suit is 
dismissed. Id at 626, l,J P.Jd at 822. 
In this appeal, the Shepherds do not challenge the district court's 
determination that the settlement agreement was an enforceable 
agreement of the parties. Thus, we are asked to detennine whether 
a district court may conclude that a party to a settlement agreement 
who successfully enforces that agreement may be deemed to be a 
prevailing party. We oonclude that the interests of litigants and 
judicial economy are such that a party need not initiate a new civil 
lawsuit based upon a settlement agreement in order to be deemed a 
prevailing party. In such instances, the proceedings before the 
district court no lon.ger relate to the original pleadings. Rather, the 
focus of the proceedings tums to the parties' rights and duties under 
the terms of the settlement agreement. We hold that a trial court 
may properly conclude that the party prevailing on issues relating 
to a settlement agreement is a prevailing party for purposes of 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 54 (d) (1) (B). 
APPLICATION OF LAW TO 1];IE FACTS OF THIS CASE 
Both the Greifs and Vanderfotd agree that a settlement agreement was reached. 
Vanderford clai.'l1s t":at prior to the mediation, they had entered into an agreement with Paul 
Knudson that included an assignment of alJ Knudson's claims against Greifs. This enabled them 
to negotiate the settlement with the Greifs. Vanderford agrees that it shall indemnifY Greifs 
against any claims made by Knudson and to pursue a breach of contract claim against Paul 
Knudson. Accordingly. the Greifs motion to enforce the settlement agreement should be 
GRANTED. 
The term.s of the agreement between Vanderford and Knudson are now disputed, In 
accordance with the direction of the supreme court in Mihollea l a settlement agreement is a new 
contract settling an old dispute. Therefore, Vanderford is directed to pursue it's a cause of action 
for breach of contract against Paul Knudson in a separate proceeding unless the parties otherwi.se 
.rcsolve their dispute. 
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Greifs" counsel is directed to prepare an Order consistent with this ruling. 
Dated trus4l day of A pc.; I _,2009. 
ThO~~-g ~-
District Judge 
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CERTIFIGATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that I caused the foregoing to be served upon the following via U.S. Mail, 
postage prepaid, facsimile transmission or by hand delivery: 
APR 0 2 2009 
Date 
Robert T. Wetherell 
John M. Howell 
Brassey, Weth.erell & Crawford, L.L.P. 
P.O. Box 1009 
Boise, 1D 83701-1009 
Facsimile: (208) 344-7077 
Douglas J. PatrY 
Jennie B. Gamer 
Dorsey & Whitney LLP 
136 South Main Street, Suite 1000 
Salt Lake City, Utah 841 01·1655 
Facsimile: (801) 933~7373 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.o. Box 467 
Weiser,1D 83672 
Facsimile: (208) 414-0665 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis & Summer Law Office 
P.O. Box 1.367 
Meridian, ID 83680 
Facsimile: (208) 938-5584 
Paul Klludson 
1000 NW 24th Street 
Fruitland, ID 83619 
Jeffrey A. Thompson 
Blattl & Burke, P.A. 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, ID 83701 
Deputy Clerk 
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R. BRAD MASINGILL 
Attorney at Law 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Telephone #1(208)414-0665 
Fu: #1(,208)414-0490 
Email: bmasjngil1@hotmaB.com 
CBRIST T. TROUPl8, ISB #4549 
TROU1'IS LAW OFFICE P.A-
1299 E. Iron Eagle, Ste 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83'16 
Ph: (208) 938-5584 
Fax: (208) .938-5482 
EJIUli1: £troupis@trounu)aw.com 
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IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
PAYETTE COlJNTY. STATE OF IDAHO 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, 
INC., a Nevada Corporation; and 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL 
MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada 
Corporation, tka VANDERFORD 
CENTER, INC., 
Plaintiffs/Counter-Defendants, 
VI. 
PAUL KNUDSON, penonaUy and 
iudividDaDy, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC., a 
Utah limited liability company, J.R. 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability eompuy, and JOHN DOES 1 .. 20, 
DefeDdants. 
ADd 
RICHARD I. GREIF and JODY L. 
GREIF, 
Defendants-Counterelaimants; 
) Case No.: CV..oC .. 01-7380*D 
) 
) 
) 
) ORDER GRANTING GREIFS; MOTION TO 
) ENFORCE SETILEMENT AGREEMENT & 
) DISMISS PAUL KNUDSON CLAIMS 
) PURSUANT TO IAC.P. 12(b)(6) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Order Granting Greifs' Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement 
And Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims Pursuant to IRep Rule 1l2(b)(6) 1 
I 
) 
~d ) 
) 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY ) 
COMPANY, ) 
) 
IuteveDOr. ) 
) 
Defendants/CountercJaimants Richard T. Greif and Jody L. Greif filed on January 8. 
2009, a Motion to enforce the Settlement Agreement between The Vanderford Company, Inc., 
and Paul Knudson and to dismiss all of Paul Knudson's claims in this action pursuant to Rule 
12(b)(6),1.R.C.P .. 
The Vanderford Company, Inc., and State Fann Fire and Casualty Company filed 
memorandwns, concurring with the Greifs' claim that a settlement agreement had been 
reached between Vanderford and Knudson. Paul Knudson fiJed an "Explanation" in which he 
admitted l~at he had reached a..~. agreement 'with Vanderford, but contended that Vanderford 
reneged on the agreement. 
The Court reviewed and considered the briefs and affidavits filed by the parties, and 
heard oral argument, and thereafter issued Its Memorandum Decision and Order on April 2, 
2009. In accordance with the facts and law cited therein, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 
1. Richard 1. Greif and Jody L. Greif's Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement and 
Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) is hereby granted; 
2. All of Paul Knudson's claims in this action, including any claims asserted on behalf 
of his companies~ AUSTIN HOMES, LtC, and/or J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, are 
Order Granting Grdfs' Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement 
And Dismiss Paul KnUdson's Claims Pursuant to IRep Rule 112(b)(6) 
l 
i' 
hereby dismissed with prejudice. 
Dated: ____ ~+-lz_o+_I O,,--&t~_ 
Order Granting Greifs' Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement 
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C.ERnFtCATE OF SERVICE 
, HEREBY certify that on April 7, 2009, I caused to serve a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing Proposed Order Granting Motion to Enforce Settlement and to Dismiss 
Paul Knudson's Claims by first class mail upon the following: 
Robert T. Wetherell 
John Howell 
BRASSEY, WETHERELL. CRAWFORD & McCURDY, LLP 
P. O. Box 1009 
Boise, 1083701 
(208) 344-7077 
Douglas J. Parry 
DORSEY & WHITNEY, LLP 
136 South Main, Ste 1000 
Salt Lake City. Utah 84101 
(801) 880-8974 
Jeffrey A. Thomson 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
251 East Front Street, Ste 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
(208) 384-5844 
Paul Knudson 
1000 NW 24th Street 
Fruitland, ID 83619 
Christ T. Troupls 
Attorney for Defendants Greif 
Order Granting Greifs' Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement 
And Dismiss Pau] Knudson~s CJaims Pursuant to IRCP Rule 1l2(b)(6) 4 
/ 
, ' 
PAUL KNUDSON 
1000 NW 24th Street 
Fruitland, ID 83619 
(208) 707-1008 
Pro Se 
Defendant and Counterclaimant 
Appellant 
MAY 082009 
____ A.M, ~:30 P,M. 
Y J, DRESSEN 
By . Deputy i 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PA YETTE 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., a ) 
a Nevada corporation; and PRIMARY 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a 
Nevada corporation, fka VANDERFORD 
CENTER,INC 
Plaintiffs/Counter-Defendants-
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
individually, et aI, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC ) 
a Utah limited liability Company, J.R. ) 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited ) 
Liability company, and John Does 1-20, ) 
Defendants/Counter Cross-Claimant 
Appellant 
And 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company, 
Defendant/Counter-Claimant 
And 
RICHARD I GREIF and JODY L GREIF, 
Notice of Appeal 
( 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV-OC-OI-07380*D 
NOTICE OF APPPEAL 
BY PAUL KNUDSON 
Fee Category: T 
Fee: $101.00 
Defendants/Counter-Claimants ) 
) 
~d ) 
) 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY ) 
COMPANY ) 
) 
Intervenor ) 
) 
RICHARD L. GRIEF and lODY L. ) 
GRIEF, husband and wife, et ai, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimants, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, et al, ) 
) 
Cross-Defendants, ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, ) 
) 
Cross-Defendant/Counter ) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
Appellant ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RICHARD L. GRIEF, lODY GRIEF, ) 
et ai, ) 
) 
Counter Cross-Defendants. ) 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS, Cross-Claimants Richard I and lody L 
Greifabove named and their attorneys of record, R. Brad Masingill, 27 W. Commercial 
Street, Weiser, Idaho 83672 and Christ T. Troupis, Troupis Law Office P.A., 1299 E. Iron 
Eagle, Ste 130, Eagle, Idaho 83616 and Plaintiff, The Vanderford Co. Inc et.al, above 
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named and their attorneys of record, Robert T. Wetherell, John Howell, Brassey, Wetherell, 
Crawford & McCurdy, LLP, P.O. Box 1009, Boise, Idaho 83701 and Douglas J Parry, 
Dorsey & Whitney, LLP, 136 South Main, Ste 1000, Salt Lake City, Utah 84101, and the 
CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named Appellant, Paul Knudson, appeals against the above named 
respondents, Richard I and Jody Greif, and The Vanderford Co. to the Idaho Supreme court 
from the 
a. Memorandum Decision and Order Upon Greifs' Motion To Enforce 
Settlement Agreement & Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims pursuant To 
I.R.c.P. 12(b)(6) issued 4-2-09, and 
b. Order Granting Greifs' Motion To Enforce Settlement Agreement & 
Dismiss Paul Knudson Claims Pursuant To I.R. c.P. 12(b)( 6) issued 4-
20-09 
entered in the above entitled action on 4-2-09 and 4-20-09, the Honorable Thomas Ryan, 
presiding. 
2. Appellant Paul Knudson has the right of appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
orders described above are appealable orders under and pursuant to Rule 11(a)(1) I.A.R. 
3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal, including but not necessarily limited to 
the following, which the Appellant intends to assert, are as follows: 
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A. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order under 12(b)(6) granting 
Greifs enforcement of "a settlement agreement" when Greifs ADMIT, by filing under 
12(b)(6) that Paul's claims that there "is NO settlement agreement" are TRUE. 
B. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order under 12(b)(6) instead of as 
a motion for summary judgment (rule 56(c) when" A trial court, in considering a motion to 
dismiss pursuant to subdivision (6) of this rule, has no right to hear evidence, ... 
C. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order under 12(b)( 6) instead of as 
a motion for summary judgment (rule 56( c). 
D. Whether the District Court erred (in entering an order under 12(b)(6) instead of 
as a motion for summary judgment (rule 56(c» when Rule 56(c) states that "The judgment 
sought shall be rendered forthwith if the pleadings, depositions and admissions on file, 
together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material 
fact and that the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter oflaw." 
E. Whether the District Court erred in entering order (either under 12(b)( 6) or Rule 
56(c», when every genuine issue of material fact is controverted. 
F. Whether the District Court erred in finding a fact that Vanderford had power to 
settle Paul's claims against Greifs, when ALL parties (Vanderford, Paul, Greifs and State 
Farm) at mediation agreed that: 
a. Each party and their counsel represented only themselves, 
b. That each party retained all of their rights and have the power to bind 
themselves. 
G. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that a mediated settlement 
agreement was reached in violation of the agreed upon terms of mediation by all of 
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the parties (Vanderford, Paul, Greifs and State Farm), namely that nothing said was 
binding, and that a Mediation Settlement Contract would only be reached IF: 
a. any proposed settlement agreement must be put into writing, 
b. time allowed for counsel review of any proposed settlement agreement, 
c. any proposed settlement agreement must be signed by all parties present 
at mediation, and 
d. any proposed settlement agreement that has been reduced to writing, 
counsel reviewed and signed by all parties must then be presented to Judge 
Ryan for entering on the record. Then and only then will a mediation 
settlement contract exist. 
H. That the Court's Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are not supported by 
substantial and competent evidence. 
I. Whether the District Court erred in finding of facts that is based upon speculation 
"Therein, Knudson appears to state that the mediation ..... " . Paul Knudson's words are: 
(see next issue, J) 
J. Whether the District Court erred in fmding of fact (on page 3 of memorandum 
decision) in plainly mis-quoting and re-writing Paul's denial testimony from pgs. 2 and 3 of 
Paul's Explanation by combining an account of Vanderford's claims (SECOND) with an 
account of (THIRD) Paul's "clear as mud" statements to Judge Ryan. Judge Ryan merges 
Vanderford and Paul, then quotes them as being Paul's words, interprets them in the false 
context of Greifs claim that "Paul admits", resulting in the following FALSE 
ASSUMPTIONS: 
a That Vanderford and Paul Knudson had a separate settlement agreement, 
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b. That Paul allowed Vanderford to negotiate settlement of Paul's claims, 
c. That Paul asserts that Vanderford later breached the (alleged) agreement. 
K . Whether the District Court erred in findings of facts (memorandum decision, p4, 
3 para) that "Vanderford's claims of a mediated settlement agreement with Paul" was 
clearly erroneous due to Idaho Law requirements that all conveyances of an interest in Real 
Estate must comply with the Statute of Frauds, i.e., be in writing and signed. 
L. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that quotes Greifs' claim 
that (P3)"it is because Vanderford reneged on this agreement that Knudson now asks that 
this lawsuit go forward as if these agreements had never been reached. (Paul states 
specifically that there was NO SETTLEMENT Agreement, NOT that Paul has an 
agreement that Vanderford won't fulfill)(Paul claims that Vanderford in discussions, 
rejects the terms that would be included in an offer, which offer has never been made or 
agreed upon or accepted, only discussions of "what would be the terms of a global 
settlement agreement", which discussions Vanderford clearly stated to the court that "they 
are not obligated per those discussions". 
M. Whether the District Court erred in accepting Greifs unsubstantiated claim that 
"there indeed was an agreement between Vanderford and Knudson whereby Knudson 
agreed to assign all of his claims in this lawsuit, including his claims against Greifs, to 
Vanderford. 
N. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that was clearly erroneous 
due to Idaho Law requirements that SETTLEMENT CONTRACTS must comply with the 
Statute of Frauds, i.e., be in writing and signed. 
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O. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that a Settlement 
Agreement was reached between Vanderford and Greifs at Mediation that binds Paul 
Knudson. 
P. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that Vanderford had 
authority to settle Paul's claims against Greifs. 
Q. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order (that is based upon 
Vanderfords' undocumented claim) that Vanderford "had an agreement with Paul that 
included an assignment of all Paul Knudson's claims against Greifs. This enabled them to 
negotiate the settlement with the Greifs." 
R. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that "the terms of the 
agreement between Vanderford and Knudson are now disputed". 
S. Whether the District Court erred in directing Vanderford "to pursue a breach of 
contract claim against Paul Knudson" 
T. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that essentially "punted", 
telling Vanderford to go enforce a contract that Vanderford is claiming exists, without 
requiring Vanderford to produce the alleged SETTLEMENT CONTRACT, that MUST, by 
law, (statute of frauds), and by agreement of all parties to mediation, be IN WRITING. 
U. Whether the District Court erred in finding facts when entering an order that 
states "The Vanderford Company, Inc., and State Farm Fire and Casualty Company filed 
memorandums, concurring with the GREIFS' claim that a settlement agreement had been 
reached between Vanderford and Knudson". Greifs continue, "Paul Knudson filed an 
"Explanation" in which he admitted that he had an agreement with Vanderford, but 
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contended that Vanderford reneged on the agreement", which allegations are denied by 
Paul Knudson. 
V. Whether the District Court erred in granting Greif's motion to enforce 
settlement agreement and dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6). 
W. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that "All of Paul 
Knudson's claims in this action, .... are hereby dismissed with prejudice" when there is no 
settlement contract. 
4. No order has been entered sealing all or part of the records. 
5. A reporter's transcript is requested for the following portions of the proceedings: 
A. The entire reporter's standard transcript as defined in Rule 25(c), LA.R. of 
those proceedings before the District Court held December 1, 2008., and 
i. The opening statements and closing arguments of counsel per Rule 
25(c)(2). 
ii. The record of telephonic testimony to be included. 
B. The entire reporter's standard transcript as defined in Rule 25(c), LA.R. of 
those proceedings before the District Court held on 3-23-2009. 
i. The opening statements and closing arguments of counsel per Rule 
25(c)(2). 
C. Those proceedings of Mediation held October 14, 2008. 
6. Appellant does NOT request that the clerk's standard record be provided according to 
Rule 28(b), LA.R. due to the fact that that portion of the record is already in the Idaho 
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Supreme Court or are not pertinent to the present appeal. The record on this appeal should 
only include the following documents: 
Appellant requests that the clerk's record be provided to include the following documents 
as listed on the ROA Report: 
A. Three Orders and HRSC for 12-01-2008, issued 9/11/2008, and 
B. All documents filed from 11110/2008 thru and including 4/20/2009. 
7. I certify: 
A. that a copy of this notice of appeal has been served on each reporter of whom a 
transcript has been requested as named below at the addresses set out below: 
a. Reporter of Caldwell court is: 
b. Reporter of Payette court is: 
Kim Saunders 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Kim Saunders 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
B. That Appellant has made arrangements with the district court reporter for 
payment for preparation of the reporter's transcript. Appellant has paid an initial 
installment of $200.00 towards the estimated fee and agreed to pay the balance upon 
completion. The district court reporter has asked that we pay upon completion of the 
transcript and receipt of notice of fmal determination of cost. 
C. That the estimated fee for preparation of the clerk's record has been paid as an 
initial payment of $ 100.00 and agreement to pay any balance upon notice offinal 
determination of costs. 
D. That the Appellant's filing fee has been paid. 
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E. That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant to 
Rule 20. 
DATED TIllS i day of May, 2009. 
Paul Knudson, Pro Se 
Appellant 
Certification Affidavit: 
State of Idaho 
County of Payette ss. 
being sworn, deposes and says: 
That the party is the appellant in the above-entitled appeal and that all statements in 
this not~ ap~eal ar~e ~orrect to the best of his or her knowledge and belief. 
\kf# 
Signature of Appellant 
Subscribed and Sworn to before me this t:!" , day of ~ 2009 
r;;;lo~ ~vt~ 
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Title cuL-..: ¥'- ~~:IT 
@ QJ_.Q_t~ 7i'f/~ ~ Csc..~--:> 
Residence 
VJ.e O~ 
." ' 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 8th day of May, 2009, I served a true and correct 
copy of this NOTICE OF APPEAL by United States Mail, postage prepaid, on counsel of 
record for all parties at each said counsel's address of record. 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis Law Office, P.A. 
1299 East Iron Eagle, Suite 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
Robert T. Wetherell 
BRASSEY, WETHERELL, CRAWFORD & McCURDY, LLP 
P.O. Box 1009 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Douglas J. Parry 
DORSEY & WHITNEY, LLP 
136 South Main Street, Ste 1000 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 
Kim Saunders 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Jeffrey A. Thomson 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
251 East Front Street, Suite 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
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In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
FILED 
THE VANDERFORD COMP A.~, INC., a 
Nevada corporation; and PRIMARY 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a 
Nevada corporation, fka V AATDERFORD 
CENTER, INC., 
Plaintiffs-Counter Defendants-
Respondents. 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
indi vi dually, 
Defendant -Appellant, 
and 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company, J.R. DEVELOPMENT, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company, and 
JOHN DOES 1-20, 
Defendants, 
and 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company 
Defendant-Counterclaimant, 
and 
RICHARD I. GREIF and JODY L. GREIF, 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-
Respondents. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
\ } 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
MAY 152009 
ORDER AUGMENTING APPEAL 
RECORD 
Supreme Court Docket No. 36492-2009 
Payette County Docket No. 2001-7380 
ORDERAUGMENTING APPEAL RECORD - Docket No. 36492-2009 
and ) 
) 
STATE FARM FIRE M'D CASUALTY ) 
COMPM7, ) 
) 
Intervenor. ) 
A Reporter's Transcript and Clerk's Record was filed March 30, 2006, in appeal No. 
31047, The Vanderford Company v. Knudson; therefore, good cause appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the Appeal Record in this case shall be 
AUGMENTED to include the Reporter's Transcript and Clerk's Record filed in prior appeal 
No. 31047. 
IT FlJRTHER IS ORDERED that the District Court Clerk shall prepare and file a 
LIMITED CLERK'S RECORD with this Court, which shall contain the documents requested in the 
Notice of Appeal, together with a copy of this Order, but shall not duplicate any document included 
in the Clerk's Record filed in prior appeal No. 31047. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that the District Court Reporter shall prepare and 
lodge a SUPPLE1v1ENTAL REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT with the District Court, which shall 
contain the proceedings requested in the Notice of Appeal, but shall not duplicate any proceedings 
included in the Reporter's Trailscript filed in prior appeal No. 31047. The LllvfITED CLERK'S 
RECORD and REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT shall be filed with this Court after settlement. 
Further, the exhibits submitted in prior appeal No. 31047, which were returned to District Court on 
September 6, 2007, are not covered by this Order and they will not be sent to the Supreme Court 
unless specifically requested by the parties. The party requesting a..lJY or all of the prior exhibits 
must specifically designate those exhibits being requested. 
DATED this l41A day of May 2009. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
Dorothy Beav eputy Clerk for 
Stephen W. Kenyon, Clerk 
..... ",ULI or rrnJ,ll'ft:f L,,'" IiJ 010/018 
FILED Robert T. WethereJJ ISB No. 3011 Jo1m M. Rowel! rSB No. 6234 
BR.ASS!Y, WETHERBLL 4 CRAWFORD, L.t.P. 
203 West Main Street 
THiRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT ()'JURT 
P ayel1Q County, Id&iho 
Boise, Idaho 83701 ~ 1009 JUN 19 2009 
Telepbone: (208) 344-7300 
Facsimile: (208) 344-7077 
A.M. P.M. 
B:-I trY J. DRESSEN , 
rtw®brassey.gel 
By t~ 0~ , Deputy 
Douglas J. Patty TJSB No. 2531 
Jennie B. Gamor ISB No. 7865 
Do1ts£y &: WHITNeY LLP 
136 South Main Street, Suite 1000 
Salt Lake City. Utah 84]01 .. 1655 
Telephone: (801) 933-7360 
FllOIimile: (801) 880-6974 
gamer.iermie@doaeJ!'·com 
Attomeys for Plaintiffs 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DJSTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
PAYETTE COUNTY, STATE OF IDAHO 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY. INC., 
a Nevada Corporation; and PRIMARY 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, IN'C., a 
Nevada Corporation, fka VANDERFORD 
CENTER, INC., 
vs. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
individually, THE PINES TOWNHOMES, 
LLCI'an Idaho 1imi~d liability company, 
AUSTIN HOMES, LtC, a Utah limited 
liability company, J. R. DEVELOPMENT, 
LLC. a Utah limited liability CQmpany, 
RICHARD I. GREIF. JODY L. GREIF, and 
JOHN DOES 1 • 20, 
Defendants/Counter .. Claimants, 
ORDER GRANTING VANDERFORD'S 
MOTION FOR RULE !4(b) 
CERTIF1CA 1'ION AND 
ENTRY OF FINAL .RJDGMENT 
AGAINST DEFENDANTS PAUL 
KNUDSON, AUSTIN HOMES. LLC,.AND 
J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC 
Judge Thomas Joseph Ryan 
Case No. CV-OC-OJ-7380 
Order Orantln& Vanderford's Motion For Rwe 54(\» CfJtifieation 
And EDcry Of Finlll Judgment Atainst Defendants Paul Knudson, 
Austln Homes, LLC. and JJt Development, LLC 
I 
.'" ... YlwywtU!tWI UOR8EY & WHITNEY lLP 
RICHARD t. GREIF and JODY L, GREIF, 
husband and wife, THE PINES 
TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho limited 
liability company, 
Ctoss CJaimants, 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
indhiduaUy, AUSTIN HOMES, LtC, a Utah 
limited liability company. J. R. 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company, 
Cross Defendants. 
PAUL KNUDSON; pel'!lonaJly and 
indiVidually, 
Cross - Dcfe.o.dantlCounter 
Cross· Claimant, 
V$. 
RICHARD 1. GREIF, JODY L. OREIF. 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, L.L.C., an 
Idaho limited liability company, 
Counter Cross - Defendant!. j 
This matter came on for hearing via telephonic: confertncing Oft. June 4, 2009, bri'ore 
IlJ011/o1a 
Judge Thonw Joseph Ryan. Douglas J. Parry and John M. Howell appeared on behalf of 
VandlWford Company, Inc., and Primary Residential MortgaGe. Iru:. (collectively, '~Vanderford'?; 
R. Brad MasingiD appeared on behalf of Rlohlld 1. Greif and Jody L. Greif (the "Greifa"); 
Defendant Paul Knudson ~ppeared on behalf of himself and his solely-owned entities, Austin 
2 
Order Granting Vmderfol'd'$ Motioll For Rule S4{b) Cenification 
And Entry afFinal ludlmenf Aaainst Defendants Paul knudson, 
Austin Homes, l.LC, and 1.R.. Oevetopmi!J'lt, LLC 
I ) 
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Homes, LLCt and J. R. Development, LLC, (collectively, "Knudson"); and Matthew C. Parks 
appeared on behalf of State Farm Fire and Casualty Company. 
The Court having before it Vanderford's Motion For Rule 54(b) Certification and having 
received the memoranda tiled in support Illd in opposition thereof, and after having heard oral 
arguments by COUlJ.SeI and by Paul Knudson, and otherwise being fully informed in the premUes 
and good ~e appearing therefor. the Court makes the following FindinJs of Fllct, Conclusjons 
of Law I and Order. 
FINDINGS OF irAQ: 
1. On April 19, 2002, Defendants Paul Knudson, Austin Homes, LLC, and J. R. 
Development, LLC (collectively "Knudson") executed a Confession of Judgment~ whereby 
Knudson confessed to judgment in favor ofVa.nderford in an amount not less the $609,043.30, 
together with aoorning interest at the contract rate of 12% per annum, late fee!~ court costs and 
attorneys' fees. 
2. On May 1,2002. this Court entered a Judgment AaaWt Defendants Paul 
of Vanderford. based upon Knudson's Confession ofJudgment. 
3. In consideration of Paul Knudson's cooperation, Vanderford agreed to fOtbeat' 
from taking any action to enforce or execute upon the Kn~4son Judgment pc;nding trial of the 
remaining claims of the parties in the hope that .Knudson could obtain a money judgment 01' 
recordable interest in the Properties &om the Grens to offset the Knudson Judgment. 
4. Vanderford further agreed to oontinue to prosecute this mattc:r if Knudson agreed 
to pay costs and attorneys' fees, with the further agreement that the value of a judg.ment or 
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settlement which Vanderford may be awarded would be an offset to the Knudson Judgm~t 
Knudson agreed. 
5. KnuMon agreed to make payments toward the Knudson Judgment as properties 
encumbered by Vanderford's trust deeds were sold. Knudson has made payments towards the 
Knudson Judement, which Vanderford has awlied towards the Knudson Judgment. 
6. After application of all payments made by Koudson towards the Knudson 
Judgment, the amount due and OMn8 00 the Knudson Judgment as of June 16,2009,;s 
5866,969.39, consisting of the foUowing: 
a. Principal in the sum ofSS71, 293.85; 
b. Interest in the sum of $288,259.15; and 
(i., Late Fees in the sum ofS7,416.39. 
7. The only outstanding issue respeoting the Knudson Judgment is the amount of 
costs and attorneys' rees 'Vanderford is entitled to pursuant 10 the Confession and Knudson 
Judgment. A motion for costs and fees Is pending. 
@013/01B 
8. The Knudson Judgment did not adjudicate all of the clahns of aU of the parties to 
this action. Consequently, at the time of entry, the KnUdson Judgment was not certified. as a 
iinaljudgmentpursuant to 1.R.C.P. 54(b). 
9. Following entey of the Knudson Judgment, the remaining claims of'the partics 
were tried to a jury commencing on April 19. 2004. 
10. Following the jury vetdlct, this Court, the Honorable Stephen Dresher presiding. 
entered judgments on all remaining claims and the parties appealed all of the Judgments, except 
Vanderford's judgment against The Pines TOwMcmes, LLC, and the Knudson Judgment. 
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} 1. The Supmne Court of Idaho subsequently issued its opinion in The Vanderford 
Company. I~ 'II, Knudson, ISS Idaho 6570165 P.3d 261 (Idaho 2007). 
12. While the Supreme Court's decision resolved some of the claims, rights and 
liabilities oithe parties, it adjudicated fewer than all of the claims, rights, and liabilities of the 
parties. 
13. On remand, pursuant to this Court's di=tion, all parties participated in a 
mediation, with the Honorable Linda Copple T1'Q\lt as mediatorl on October J;, 200&, and 
reached an agreement for global settlement of all claims, rights and liabilities. 
iii 014/018 
14. After over seven years ofUtigation, the mediated giobal.settlement is an excellent 
result in light of the respective claims I.md defenses of the ],')artie5 and the risks and oosts of 
further litigation. 
IS. Continuation of this litigation through another trial and possible appeaJ will not be 
cost-effective for any party and will destroy the value the parties can ~alize through settlement. 
16. After the mediation, Paul Knudson replJdiated the global settlement, augmented 
his settlement demands, and then demanded that the matim- be set for trial when Vanderford did 
not accede, to his tevi!ed settlement demands. 
17 . Vanderford and the Greif's wish to settle the entire matter to ayoid the further 
expenditure of time and ftmds in further litigation, but have been unable to do so because of Paul 
Knudson'S ref1.1sal to honor the 810 bal settlement. 
18. The Greif's filed a Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement" Dismiss Paul 
Knudson's Claims Pursuant (0 I.R.C.P. 12(b)(6) ("Oreifs' Motion"). On Apri12, 2009, this 
Court granted the Griefs' Motion. 
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19. Knudson filed a Notice of Appeal, seeking review of the Court's tuli.og. 
20. Vanderford filed the present Motion pursuant to I.A.R. 1;(b)(13), ser:king Rule 
S4(b) cerrifiution of the lCnudson Judgment so that it may exeeute upon the Knudson 1udgment; 
levy upon Knudson's interests in The Pines Townhomes LLC, the real pm))erty held by The 
Pines Townhomu LLC, the Quail Cove real property heJd by Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greif, 
and Knudson's causes ofaetion against the Greif!; and settle Knudson's causes of action with 
the Greif's, thereby finally and fully resolving this matter. 
~gNCUJSIONS p' LAw 
I. This Court has the power and authority to enter an order to enforce the Judgment 
durll'lgthe pendency of Knuduson's appeal pursuant to I.A.R. 13(bX13) 
2. llis Court has the power and authority to rule on Vanderford's motion for the 
islfUaJJCe of a Rille S4(b) I.R.C.P. certificate pursuant to I.A.R.. 13(b)(17). 
3. The Confession and Knudson Judgment fUlly and finally adjudicated all claims 
and defenses of Vanderford and Knudson against each other, which are the subjm of this action. 
4. There is no just Nason for delay of entrY of final judgment against Knudson 
pursuant to ~e Confession 8.ftd Knudson Judgment. 
S. Vanderford will suffer hardsbip and injustice in the absence of entry of final 
judgment qainst Knudson pursUartt to the Confession and Knudson Judgment. 
6. Knudion is not entitl'KJ to sanctions or attorneys' fees again9t Vanderford. 
7. As provided by the Confession and the Judgment, Vanderfotd is entitled to an 
award of its reasonable attorneys fees and costs incurred in this action, including attomeys' fees 
and costs il1eurred in seeking R.ule S4(b) c:ettification of the Knudson Judgment 
6 
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Based upon tile foregoing Findings ofF&et and Conclusions of Law, Vanderford's 
Motion for Rule 54(b) certification is hereby GRANTED. The Court reserves its ruling 011 the 
amount of attorneys' fees and costs to which Vanderford is entitled. 
SO ORDERED this I tl~ay of June$ 2009. 
BY THE COURT: 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
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CEBTlF1CATE Of §ERDCE 
I hereby certify that on the 11~ day of June, 2009~ I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing ORDER GRANTING VANDERFORD'S MOTION 'OR RULE 54(b) 
CERTIFICATION AND ENTRY OF FINAL JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANTS 
PAUL KNUDSON, AUSTIN HOMESt LLC, AND J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, by the 
means indicated below on the foUowing: 
Clui!t T. Troupis g) U.S. Mail 
Troupis Law Office, P .A. B Federal Bxpress 
1299 East Iron Eagle, Suite 130 Hand-Delivery 
P.O. Box 2408 f8l Fa.esimile Transmission 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 ~ E-mail 
Fax: (208) 938·5482 BCF 
Email: ~Oum$@tro!misle:.GOm 
Jeftiey A. Thomson ~ U.S.Mait 
Matthew C. Parks Federar Express 
ELAM k BURKE, P.A. o Hand·Delivery 
251 ~ Front Street, Suite 300 ~ Facsimile Transmission 
P.O. Box 1539 E-mail 
Boise; !D 83701 DEep' 
FIlX: (208) 384-5844 
Email: iatfn)eI1lmburke.com 
Paul Knudson lE U.S. Mail 
1000 NW 24th Street o Federal Express 
fruitland, lD 83619 o Hand-Delivery 
Fax: (801) 951-4961 181 Facsimile Transmission 
Email: PlYlknudmn@Si&bleone.~l I8I E-maiJ 
DEep 
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UU~SEV & W~ITNrV LLP 
R. Brad Massingill ~ U.S. Mail 
27 West Commercial Street Federal ElC.press 
P.O. Bo,,467 o Hand .. OeUvery 
Weiser, 10 83672 cgJ Facsimile Transmission 
Fax: (208) 414-0490 181 E-mail 
Email: bmasiaaill@hoIm~U.~gm DEeF 
Courtesy Copy to: i&1U.S. Mail 
Judge Thomas Joseph Ryan o Federal Express 
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Order Grauting Vanderf'ot'd's Mation FDf R.tlte .54(b) Certlltcation 
And Entry Of Final Judament Apinrt D.fentbmtl Paul Knudson, 
Austin HomQ, LtC. IUJd J.1t. Development> LLC 
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FILED 
Robert T. Wetherell ISB No. 3011 
John M. Howell ISS No. 6234 . 
THlRD JUC';_: .:, :1 iSTR1CT C()!JRT 
Brv.sS~Yt WBiHERELL &. CRAWFORD. L.L.P. 
203 West Main Street 
Boise, Idaho 81701 .. 1009 
TeJephone: (208) 344·7300 
Facsirnile: (208) 344-7077 
rtw@bruICYJm 
Douglas 1. Parry USB No. 2531 
Jennie B. Gamer ISB No. 7865 
DoRSSY & WHM'NEY LLP 
136 South Main Street, Suite 1000 
Salt Lake City. Utah 84101 - 1655 
Telephone: (80l) 933-7360 
FacsimilE!: (801) 880-6974 
garru:r.jennie@dorsey.£om 
AttOl11eys for Plaintiffs 
IN THE TmRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
PAYETTE COUNTY, STATE OF IDAHO 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY. INC., 
a Nevada Corporation; and PRIMARY 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, mc., a Nevada 
Corporation, fka VANDERPORD 
CENTER, INC., 
Plaintiffs/Counter • Defendants. 
vs. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LtC. an Idaho 
limited liability company, AUSTIN HO~S, 
LLC. a Utah limited liability company, 1- R. 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited liabili 
company. RICHARD I. GREIF, JODY L. 
OREIF~ and JOHN DOBS 1 - 20, 
D~fendantsiCounter - Claimants, 
JUDGMENT AGAlNST DEFENDANTS 
PAUL KNUDSON, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, 
AND J. R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, AND 
RULE 54(b) CERnFICATION 
Judge Thomas Joseph Ryan 
Ca!le No. CV-OC .. OJ-7380 
I q 
. Deputf 
. ___ .... ,""',1,,1 UUN~tY 5 IHITNEV LLP 
RlCHARD t GREIF and ]ODY L. OREIF, 
husband and wi~ THE PINgs TOWNHOMES 
LLC, an Idaho Hmited liability company, 
Cros! Cla.im.ants, 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON. personally and individually 
AUSTTN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited liablli 
company, 1. R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liabUity company, 
Cross Defendants. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
individually, 
Cross - Defendant/Counter 
Cross - Claimant, 
vs. 
RICHARD I. GREIF, JODY L. GREIF, 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, L.L.C., an 
Idaho limited liability company, 
Counter Cross .. D4=fendants. 
!ilI004/018 
The Court having previously granted Vcroderford's Motion for Rule S4(b) Certifiution, it 
is hereby ORDERED that the Judgment Against Defendants Paul Knudson, Austin Homes, LLC, 
and J. R. Development, LLC r'Knudson ludgment'? filed in this Court on MaY,t, 2002, whieh 
was based upon the Confession of Judgment ex:eeuted by Defendants Paul .Knudson., Austin Homes, 
LLC and 1. R. Development. LLC, on April 19, 2002, is hereby deetned to be FINAL ina the Court 
hereby dirtets its ENTRY. 
Judgment Alainst Pefendants Paul Knudsen. 
Austin Homes, LLC, And J.lt Development, LLC, 
And Rule 54{B) Certification 
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Vanderford shall have judgmen~ as modified by the Court, as follows: 
1. Judgment against Defendants P~ul Knudson, Auatin Homes. LLC and J. R.. 
Development" LLC, jointly iUJd 4everally, in the principal amount ofSS71, 293.8.5, together with 
intemt as of June 16, 2009. in the sum of $288,239.15, and late fees as of June t 6,2009, in 'the S\lnl 
of57,416.39, for a totaijudgment as of June 16,2009, in the sum of 5866,969.39, exclusive of 
court costs and attorneys' fees, together with interest fU:cruing on the principal portion of the 
Judgment at the contract rate of 12% per atUlUIl1 and contractual late fees. 
2. A judgment offoreclosure~ forecloSing any interests of Defendanu PauJ Knudson. 
Austin Homes, LLC, and },R. Development, LLC, or any of them. in the properties referenced in 
th~ Complaint, and any cross-collateralized Jots elsewhere, and further that said properties of ,aid 
Judgment Defendants, or any interests they may have therein, be transferred to Plaintiffs, with a 
cQ:rresponding reduction in the Judgment based on the value Of any such properties stipuJated and 
agreed. by Plaintiffs and the Judgment Defendants, or by court order if said parties caonot agree 
upon II stipulated value; or at Plaintiffs' option, any property interests of the Judgment Defendants, 
or any of h'1ern~ may be said by the sheriff of the county in which said properties or property 
interests are located, as pl'Ovided by law, with the proceeds of such .sale to be applied to reduce the 
amount of judgment owed to the Plaintiffs, after payment of costs of said sale; and for a deficiency 
judilllcot lIiainst said 1udgment Defendants, and each of them. jointly, severally and individually, 
for sny deficiency remaining after the reduction of the Judgment upon (1) the application of the 
proceeds paid to Plaintiffs generated from any such foreclosure sales.!U1d executions. 01' (2) the 
ttansfer of the Judgment Defendants' property interests to Plaintiffs, at Plaintiffs' election, based 
upon the stipulated or court ordered value thcm:of. as set forth above. 
Judgment Again$l Otafendanta Paul KDucl5on, 
Austm Hom .. , LLC, And 1. 1\. Development, l.tC, 
·And Rule S4(B) Cel'(ifJcatio.Q 
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3. An aceounting is ordered to ascertain and determine the interest of Defendan.ts Paul 
Knudson, Austin Homes. LLC and J. R. Development, LLC in The Pine$ TOwMomes LLC and any 
of Knudson's interests aDd assets, and in an, properties. interests or other asset~ transferre<i from 
the Pines TownhomEl$ LLC or transferred by Knudson to Richard Oreifs Jody Greif and/or any 
entity in which they or either of them bas a significant interest. This accou.nting shall include. but is 
not limited to, ownership interests in real property h.eld by the Pines Townhomes Ltc, ownership 
interests in the Pines Townhomes LLC, IUld the Quail Cove real property held by Richard or Judy 
Orejfreceived from the Pines Townhomes Ltc, Or from Knudson. The net value of.Knudson's 
interest in the net equity value after costs of litigation to recover the Properties and the costs of sale, 
of each of these Properties acquired by Vanderford ftom the Griefs or an entity conttoJIed by the 
Oriefs by way of settlement, jud.gment or otherwise, shalJ be credited towvds this Judgment. 
4. EqUitable reUefimposing equitable liens in favor oCthe Plaintiffs on all real 
property and property interests in which Defendants Paul Knudson, Austin Homes. LLC, and I.R. 
Development, LLC, or any of them. bas any interest. to the extent recorded. liens in favor of 
Plaintiffs, secut4...ng payment of the Judgment amount, do not alreildy ex.i~ and further orders. 
adjudges and decrees that any transfers of property referenced. in the Complaint, in whieh said 
Judgment Defendants had any interest at the time of1ra.n.sfer, shall be set uide, negated and voided, 
6. For post-judgment interest on the principal amount oftbe money judgment .set forth 
in paragraph t oftbis Judgment at the rate of 12% per annum. from and after June to, 2009, until 
the Judgment is paid in full. 
7. For court costs and. reasonable attorney,' fees, as determined by the Court,. ineutred 
by Plaintiffs in prosecuting this action and in executing on this Judgment. 
Juqrnmt Aiainst Defendants Paul Kt-iudson. 
Austin Hames., LtC, AndJ. R.. Develbplllent, LLC, 
And ~le 54(8) Cerljfjeatioo 
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8. This Judgment ntay be amended, pursuant to order of the Court, after notice and 
hearing, to the extent consistent with Idaho law and the Idaho Rules of Civil P~ure. 
SO ORDERED this _'~ day ot June, 2009, 
BY TIffl COURT: 
DISTRICT COURT JtlDOB 
RULE .5!O?) CERTIFICATE 
(lJOO1l018 
With f'eSJ*:t to the issues determined by the above judgment or order it is hereby 
CERTIFIED, in 8CQ()rcianoe with Rule S4(b), I.R.C.P., that the Co'Qrt has determined that there is no 
just reason for delay of the entry of a final judgment and that the Court does hereby direct that the 
above judgment or order shall be I. final judgment upon which execution may issue and an a"peaJ 
may be taken as provided by the Idaho Appellate Rules, and so directs its entry. 
DATED this __ day of June, 2009. 
BY THE COURT: 
Hon. Thomas Joseph Ryan 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
Judgmmt Against Defendants Paul Knudson. 
Austin Homes, LLC, And J. R.. OevaJopment.,llC, 
AJ3d Rule S4(B) Certiticatfcn 
I 
uun~~Y & WHITNEY lLP @008/01B 
CEBDFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 hereby certify that on the ~ day of June, 2009, I served a lnle and COrtect cOJ)Y of the 
foregoing JUDGMENT AGAINST DEll'ENDANTS PAUL KNUDSON, AUSTIN HOMES, 
LLC, AND J. R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, AND RULE 54(b) CERTInCA nON 
by the means indicated below 01'1 the following: 
hriet T. Troupis 
Troupi. Law Office, P.A. 
1299 Bast Iron Eagle. Suite 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Baste, Idaho 83616 
Fax: (208) 938 .. 5482 
mail: Rtroupis@troUpjslaw.com 
Paul Knudson 
1000 NW 24rJ1 Street 
Pruitland, tD 83619 
Pax: (801) 951-4961 
Email: pauJ.knudson@cableoge.net 
JUdcmenf Against Defendants Paul Knudson., 
Austin Homd, LLC. And 1. It Development, LLC, 
And kuZe 5<t(B) Certification 
6 
I 
U.S. Mail 
Fedetal Express 
Hand-Delivery 
Facsimile Trammissiort 
E-mail 
ECF 
U.S. Mail 
Federal Express 
Hand-Delivery 
Facsimile Transmission 
E-mail 
BeF 
u.s. Mail 
Federal Express 
Hand-Delivery 
Facsimile Transmission 
E-mail 
ECF 
R. Brad Massingill 
27 WestCommerciaJ Street 
fP .0. Box 467 
Weiser. 10 83672 
Fax: (208) 414-0490 
Email: 2wash:uuU@hoG;lil.com 
Courtesy Copy to~ 
Judge Thomas Joseph Ryan 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Stree1 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
lFax: (208) 454 .. 7442 [Attn: Tara] 
[Email: s~th®Jrdjd.net 
Judgment A,lirIst Defendll'lts Paul Ktludson, 
All. Hornllls) LLC. And J. R... Development, LLC, 
Ant;! Ru16 54(8) Certification 
____ • W IJlJ..LinCy Lt.t' llI~oS/018 
~ U.S. Mail Federal Express 
0 Hand-Delivery ~ Facsimile Transmission E-mllli 0 ECF 
~ U.S. Mail 
~ Federal Express 
~ Hand-Delivery Facsimile Transmission E-mail ECF 
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I.Ine1 
Robert T. Wetherell ISB No. 3011 
John M. ~owel1 ISB No. 6234 . 
BRASSSY, WETHBRELL & eRA WFORD. L.L.P. 
203 West Main Street 
Boise. Idaho 83701 - 1009 
Telephone: (208) 344-1300 
Facsimile: (208) 344~7077 
rtw@brassey.net 
Douglas J. Parry USB No. 2531 
Jennie B. Gamer ISB No. 7865 
DoRSEY & WHITNEY LLP 
136 South Main Stree'4 Suite 1000 
Salt Lake City. Utah 84101 - 1655 
Telephone: (801) 933-7360 
Facsimile: (801) 880-6914 
garner.jennie@dQrsex.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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FILED 
TH!RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
~unt'l, Idaho 
JUN 22 2009 
__ --'A.M. P.M. 
&.r:nY J. DRE~EN 
, De 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
PAYETTE COUNTY, STATE OF IDAHO 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., 
a Nevada Corporation; and PRIMARY 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada 
Corporation, flea V ANDERFORO 
CENTER, INC., 
Plaintiffs/Counter - Defendants, 
VB. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually 
THE PINES TOWNHOMBS, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, A..uSTIN' HOMES. 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company, J. R. 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited liabili 
company, RlCHARD I. GREIF, JODY L, 
GREIF, and JOHN DOES 1 - 20, 
Defendants/Counter - Claimants, 
I 
JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANTS 
PAUL KNUDSON, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, 
AND J. R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, AND 
RULE 54(b) CERTIFICATION 
Judge Thomas Joseph Ryan 
Case No. CV-OC-Ol-7380 
2117 
RICHARD I. GREIF and ]ODY L. OREIF, 
husband and wife, THE PINES TOWNHOMES 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability company. 
Cross Claimants, 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually 
AUSTIN HOMBS. LLC, a Utah limited liabiil 
company. J. R.. DEVELOPMENT. LtC, a Utah 
limited liability company, 
Cross Defendants. 
PAUL KNUDSON. personally and 
individual1y, 
Cross .. DefcndantlCounteJ: 
Cross - Claimant, 
VS • 
. RlCHARD I. GREIF. JODY 1. GREIF, 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES~ L.L.C., an 
Idaho limited liability company~ 
Counter Cross· Defendants. 
The Court having previously granted Vanderford's Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification, it 
is hereby ORDERED that the Judgment Against Defendants Paul Knudson, Austin Homes, LLC, 
and J. R.. Development, LLC (,1Cnudson Judgment''), filed in this Court on May 1, 2002, whic~ 
was based upon the Confession of Judgment executed by Defendants Paul Knudson, .Austin Homes, 
LLC and J. R. Development, LLC> on April 19, 2002, is hereby deemed to be FINAL and the Court 
hereby directs its ENTRY. 
Judgment Against Oefctadanfs hul Knudson, 
Austin Homes, LLC, And J. !L Development, LLC, 
And Aole 54(8) Certification 
2 
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I 
Vanderford sbal1 have judgment. as modified by the Court, as follows: 
1. Judgment against Defendants Paul Knudson, Austin Homes. LLC and 1. R. 
Development, LLC, jointly and severally, in the principal 9lllQ'Wlt of $S71. 293.85, together with 
interest as ofJune 16,2009, in the sum of$288,2S9.15, and late fees as ofJune 16,2009, in the sum 
of $7,416.39, for a total judgment as of June 16.2009, in the sum ofS866,969.39, exclusive of 
court costs and attorneys' fees, together with interest accruing on the principal portion of the 
Judgment a.t the contract rate of 12% per annum and contractual late fees. 
2. A judgment offorecJosure, foreclosing any interests of Defendants Paul Knudson, 
Austin Homes, LLC, and J.R. Development, LLC, or any of them, in the properties referenced i.n 
the Complaint, and any cross-collateralized lots elsewhere, and further that said properties of said 
Judgment Defendants, or any interests they may have therein, be transferred to Plaintiffs, with a 
corresponding reduction in the Judgment based on the value of any suoh properties stipulated and 
agreed by Plaintiffs and the Judgme~t Defendants. or by court order if said parties cannot agree 
upon a stipulated value; or at Plaintiffs' option, any property interests of the Judgment Defendants. 
or any of them# roay be sold by the sheriff of the ¢ounty in which said properties or property 
interests are located, as provided by Jaw, with the proceeds of such sale to be applied to reduce the 
amount of judgment owed to the Plaintiffs. after payment of costs of said sale; and for a deficiency 
judgment against said Judgment Defendants, and each of them, jointly, severally and individually. 
for any deficiency remaining after the reduction of the Judgment upon (1) the application of the 
proceeds paid to Plaintiffs generated from. any sucb foreclosure sales and executions, or (2) the 
transfer ofthe Judgment Defendants' property interests to Plaintiffs, at Plaintiffs' eleotion, based 
upon the stipulated or court ordered value thereof, as set forth above. 
Judgment Against Defendants Paul Knudson. 
, Austin 'Homes, LLC, And J.lt Dcvclopmertt, LLC, 
And Rule 54(B) Certifleation 
3 
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3. An accounting is ordered to ascertain and determine the interest of Defendants Paul 
Knudson, Austin Homes, LLC and 1. R. Development, LLC in The Pines Townhomes LLC and any 
of Knudson's interests and assets, and in any properties, interests or other assets transferred from 
the Pines Townhornes LLC or transferred by Knudson to Richard Greif, Jody Greif and/or any 
entity in which they or either of them has a significant interest This accounting shall Include, but is 
not limited to, ownership interests in real property held by the Pines Townhornes LLC, ownership 
interests in the Pines Townhomes LLC, and the Quail Cove real property held by Richard or Judy 
Greif received ftom the Pines Townhomcs LLC, or from Knudson. The net value of Knudson' s 
interest in the net equity value after costs of litigation to recover the Properties and the costs ohalt', 
of each of these Properties acquired by Vanderford from the Griefs or an entity controJlcd by the 
Griefs by way of settlement, judgment or otherwise, shall be credited towards this Judgment 
4. Equitable relief imposing equitable liens in favor of tho Plaintiffs on all real 
property and property interests in which Defendants Paul Knudson, Austin Homes, LLC, and J.R 
Development, LLC. or any of them. has any interest, to the extent recorded liens in favor of 
PiainriftS, securing payment of the Judgment amount, do not already exist, and :further orders, 
adjudges and decrees that any transfers of property referenced in the Complaint,. in which said 
Judgment Defendants had any interest at the time of transfer, shaH be set aside, negated and voided. 
6. For post-judgment interest on the principal anl0unt of the money judgment set forth 
in paragraph 1 of this Judgment at the rate of 12% per annutn, from and after June 10,2009, until 
the Judgment is paid in full. 
7. For court costs and reasonable attorneys' fees, as determined by the Court, incun:ed 
by Plaintiffs in ptosecuting this action and in executing on this Judgment, 
Judgment Against Defendants Paul Knudson, 
Austin Homes, lLC. And 1. R. Development, LLC, 
And Rule $4(B) Ccrtific:atit)JI 
I 
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8. This Judgment may be amended, pursuant to order of the Court, after Dotice and 
he8l'ing, to the extent consistent with Idaho law and the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
SO ORDERED this "22.J day of June, 2009. 
BY TIlE COURT: 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
RULE S4(b} CERTIFICATE 
With respect to the issues detcnnined by the above judgment or order it is hereby 
CERTIFIED, in accordance with Rule 54(b), I.R.C.P., that the Court has determined that there is no 
just reason for delay of the entry of a final judgment and that the Court does hereby direct that the 
aboVe judgment or order shall be a tina.! judgment upon whicb exccution may issue and an appeal 
may be taken as provided by the Idaho Appellate Rules, and so directs its entry. 
DATEOthis 22J day of June, 2009. 
BY THE COURT: 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
Judgment Against Defendants Plld Knudson. 
Austin Homes, LLC, And J. R.. Development, LLC, 
And Rule 54(8) Certifieation 
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CERTlllCATE OF SERVICE 
J hereby certify that on the .J.1!: day of June. 2009. I served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing JUDGMENT AGAINST DEFENDANTS PAUL KNUDSON, AUSTIN' HOMES, 
LLC, AND J. a DEVELOPMENT, LLC, AND RULE 54(b) CERTIFICATION 
by the means indicated below on the following: 
Christ r. Troupis 
ITroupis Law Office, P .A. 
1299 East Iron Eaglet Suite 130 
'P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
!Fax: (208) 938-5482 
Email: ctro:y'~slaw.com 
Jeffrey A Thomson 
Matthew C. Parks 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
1251 East Front Street, Suite 300 . 
IP·O. Box 1539 
~oise, lD 83701 . 
Fax: (208) 384-5844 
'Pmail' iQt~":!a.,,,,"""~ka ... ,.. .... 
....t....... . _ A£"",\4I llr.'toItV ... 
- . 
Paul Knudson 
1000 NW" 24111 Street 
Fruitland, 10 83619 
FaJt: (801) 9514961 
Email: paulJcnuSliPJl@cableone.net 
Judgment A,ainst Defendants Paul Knudson. 
Austin Homes, LLC, And J. R. Development, LLC, 
,And 'Rule ~4(B) Certification 
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lIt Brad Massingill 
~7 West Commercial Stl'eet 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser. 10 83672 
Fax: (208) 414·0490 
Email: bmastngill@.hotrnail.SQm 
Courtesy Copy to: 
Judge TbomllS Joseph Ryan 
Canyon County Courthouse 
11 IS Albany Street 
Caldwell, JD 83605 
Fax: (208) 454-7442 [Attn: Tara] 
Email: sec~rdid~net 
1udgment Against DefendanlS Paul Knudson, 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DIS TH~~~~~~;~;~~;~;7;j':<COURT 
OFTHESTATEOFIDAHO~IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF AY~WJ 29 2009 
) 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., ) 
a Nevada corporation; and ) 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, ) 
INC., a Nevada corporation, ) 
fka VANDERFORD CENTER, INC., ) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants, 
vs. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
Individually, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, 
a Utah limited liability Company, 
.T.R. DEVELOPMENT. LLC, A Utah 
limited liability Company, and 
JOHN DOES 1-20, 
Defendants, 
And 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC: an 
Idaho limited liability, 
Defendant-Counterclaimant, 
And 
RICHARD r. GREIF and lODY GREIF, 
Defendants~CountefcIaimants, 
And 
STATE FARM FIRE AND 
CASUALTY COMPANY, 
Intervener. 
') 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 
/4 
----_.A. \4. PJt 
___ f-l,f ~,!,( J. DRE~EN 
CASE NO. CV-OC OJ-7380*1) 
MEMORANDUM DECISION 
AND ORDER GRANTING 
DEFENDANT GREIF'S 
MOTION FOR ATTORNEY 
FEES AND COSTS 
jDep~ 
THIS MATTER CAME BEFORE the Court for hearing on June 18,2009, upon a 
Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs filed on behalf of Defendants Richard and lody Greif 
(hereinafter, Greifs). Appearing for the Greifs was their attorney of record, Christ T. 
Troupis. Defendant Paul Knudson appeared pro se. The Court has considered the oral. 
argument presented by the parties as wen as the written memoranda submitted by the 
parties. The Court's memorandum opinion is set forth below. 
FACIUALANQPROCEDURALBACKGROUND 
On September 10, 2008, the Court entered an Order Referring Case for 
Mediation. All parties attended mediation on October 14.. 2008, with former Justice 
Linda C. Trout acting as mediator. 
On November 1 O~ 2008, Paul Knudson filed with the Court a Notice of Mediation 
Failure and Motion to Set Jury Trial Date at December l, 2008. Pretrial Hearing, 
Thereafter, plaintiff Vanderford and defendant Greifs filed replies to Knudson's filings 
which indicated that all matters h.ad been resolved at mediation. The notIce of mediation 
failure was discussed by the Court with the parties during the December 1, 2008 status 
conference. The Court requested that Paul Knudson file a written summary of his 
argument regarding the mediation failure. This written explanation was filed December 
31.2008. 
On January 8, 2009, in response to the explanation filed by Knudson) defendant 
Oreifs filed a Motion to Enforce Settlement an.d Dismiss Paul Knud.son's Claims Under 
Rule 12(b)(6). This motion was fully briefed by all concerned parties and a hearing was 
heJd on March 23,2009. Following the hearing the Court issued a written memorandum 
which was followed by an Order granting the Greifs' Motion to Enforce Settlement 
Agreement and Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims Under Rule 12(b)(6). 
On April 30. 2009, GreMs filed their present motion for an award of attorney fees 
and costs against Paul. Knudson. The motion was supported by a memorandum of legal 
authority and affidavit of Christ Troupis witb attached exhibit A. Paul .Knudson filed a 
motion in opposition which was supported by an affidavit of Paul Kn.udson.. 
MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 2 
J..,EGAL AUTHORITY 
Greifs' motion is made pursuant I.R.C.P. 11(a)(1) and I.e. § 12-123. l.R.C.P. 
11(a)(1) provides in full: 
Sign.ing of pleadings, motions, and other papers; 
sanctions. 
Every pl.eading, motion, and other paper of a party 
represented by an attorney shall be signed by at least one 
(1) licensed attorney of record of the state of Idaho~ in the 
attorney's individual name, whose address shall be stated 
before the same may be filed. A pa.rty who is not 
represented by an. attorney shaH sign the pleading, motion 
or other paper and state the party's address. Except when 
otherwise specifically provided by rule or statute, pleadings 
need not be verified or accompanied by affidavit. The 
signature of an attorney or party constitutes a certificate 
that the attorney or party has read the pleading, motion or 
other paper; that to the best of the signer's knowledge, 
information, and belief after reasonable inquiry it is well 
grounded in fact and is warranted by existing law or a good 
faith argument for the extension~ modifi.cation, or reversal 
of existing law, and that it is not interposed for any 
improper purpose, such as to harass or to cau.se unnecessary 
delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation. If a 
pleading. moti.on or other paper is not signed, it shall be 
stricken unless it is signed promptly after the omission. is 
called to the attention of t.'1e pleader or movant. If a 
pleading, motion or other paper is signed in violation of 
this rule, the court, upon motion or upon its own initiative, 
shall impose upon the person who signed it, a represented 
party. or both, an appropriate sanction, which may include 
an order to pay to the other party or parties the amount of 
the reasonable expenses incurred because of the filing of 
the pleading, motion, or other paper, including a reasonable 
attorney's fee. 
I.C. § 12-123 provides in its relevant part: 
Sanctions for frivolous conduct in a civil Case. 
(1) As used in this section: 
(a) "Conduct ll means filing a civil action, asserting a claim. 
defense, or other position in connection with a civil action, 
or taking any other action in connection with a civil action. 
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(b) "Frivolous conduct" means conduct of a party to a civil 
action or of his counsel of record that satisfies either of the 
following: 
(i) It obviously serves merely to harass or maliciously 
injure an.other party to the civil action; 
(ii) It is not supported in fact or warranted under existing 
law and cannot be supported by a good faith argument for 
all extension, modification, or reversal of existing law. 
(2) (a) In accordance with the provisions of this section, at 
any time prior to the commencement of the trial in a civil 
action or within twenty-one (21) days after the entry of 
judgment Ul a civil action, the court may award reasonable 
attorney's fees to any party to that action advcrsely affected 
by frivolous conduct. 
(b) An award of reasonable attorncy's fees may be made 
by the court upon the motion of a party to a civil action, but 
only after the court does the following: 
(i) Sets a date for a hearing to detennine whether particular 
conduct was frivolous; and 
(ii) Gives notice of the datc of the hearing to each party ot 
counsel of record who allegedly engaged in frivolous 
conduct and to each party allegedly adversely affected by 
frivolous conduct; and 
(iii) Conducts the hearing to dctennine if the con.duct was 
frivolous, whether any party was adversely affected by the 
conduct if it is found to be frivolous, and to determine if an, 
award is to be made, the amount of that award. In 
connection with the hearing, the court may order each party 
who may be awarded reasonable attorney's fees and his 
counsel of record to submit to the court, for consideration 
in detennining the amount of any such award. an itemb::ed 
list of the legal services necessitated by the alleged 
frivolous conduct, the time expended in rendering the 
services, and the attorney's fees associated with those 
services. Additionally. the court shall anow the parties and 
counsel. of record involved to present any other relevant 
evidence at the hearing. 
(c) The amount of an award that is m.ade pursuant to this 
section shall not exceed the attorney's fees that were both 
reasonably incurred by a party and necessitated by the 
frivolous conduct. 
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(d) An award of reasonable attomey's fees pursuan.t to this 
section may be made against a party, his counsel. of record, 
or both. 
The decision to award attorney fees pursuant to I.R.C.P. 11 (a)(1) or lC. § 12-123 
is discretionary with the trial court. Tolley v. TBI Co., 140 Idaho 253, 263-64, 92 P.3d 
503, 513-14 (2004) (See also Puckett v. Verska, 144 Idaho 161, 170, 158 P.3d 937~ 
946 (2007)). Rule 11 sanctions should not be used as a basis for an overall award of 
attorney fees. The rule is used to address discrete pleading violations and applies only to 
the signing of a "pleading, motion or other paper, and its central feature is the 
certification established by the signature." Landl'ik by Landvik v. Herbert, 130 Idaho 54, 
60,936 P.2d 697, 703 (Ct. App. 1997). 
While the Idaho case authority is not clear, it appears th.at I.e. § 12·J23 requi.~es 
the Court to fmd that the entire action was not supported in fact or warranted under 
existing law and could not be supported by a good faith argument for an extension, 
modification~ or reversal of existing law. Ackerman v. Bonneville County~ l40 Idaho 307~ 
313, 92 P.3d 557, 563 (Ct. App. 2004) (See also Pocatello Auto C%r, inc. v. Akzo 
Coatings, Inc., 127 Idaho 41, 48, 896 P.2d 949, 956 (1995) (Statin.g that when a case 
involves multiple claims and multiple defenses it is not appropriate to segregate those 
claims and defenses to determine which were or wete not frivolously defended or 
pursued». The courts appear to treat I.e. §§ 12·121 and 12-123 similarly jf not 
identical1y. Hon. Jesse Walters, Jr, A Primer for Awarding Attorney Fees in Idaho, 38 
Idaho L. Rev. 1,39 (200t). An award of attorney fees under I.C. § 12-121 is appropriate 
only when the court is left with th.e abiding belief that the case was brought, pursued, or 
defended frivolously, unreasonably, or without foundation. McGrew v. McGrew, 139 
Idaho 551. 562, 82 PJd 833. 844 (2003) (citing Nampa & .Meridian Irrigation Dist. v. 
Washington Fed Savings, 135 Idaho 518, 20 P.3d 702 (2001). "When deciding whether 
the case was brought, pursued, or defended frivolously, unreasonably. or without 
foundation. the entire course o/the litigation must be taken i.nto account." Id. (emphasis 
added). 
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ANALYSIS 
Considering tbe entire course of the litigation. the Court does not bel.ievc that Paul 
Knudson's position in filing the notice of mediation failure was frivolous it declines to 
award attorney fees pursuant to I.e. 12-123. Therefore, this Court will analyze 
Knudson's conduct related to the Notice of Mediation Failure and opposition to the 
motion to enforce settlement in. the context of Rule 11 (a)(I). 
An award under LR.C.P. 11(a)(1) requires that the Court find the notice of 
mediation failure was not, to the best of Paul Knudson's knowledge, after reasonable 
inquiry. well grounded in fact or warranted by existing Jawor a. good faith argument fot 
the extension~ modification, or reversal of existing law, and that it was interposed for an 
improper purpose. such as to harass or to cause unn.ecessary delay or needless increa.c;e in 
the cost of litigation. 
Upon a review of the record the Court highlights the following: 
1. The written explanation filed by Paul Knudson on. December 31, 2008, admits 
Paul had an agreement with Vanderford which assigned all of his lawsuit 
rights to them. and because Vanderfo.rd reneged on this agreement Knudson 
filed the notice of mediation failure. 
2. The written explanation. uses tenns such as corrupt lawyer, lowlife 
extortionist, and terrorist to describe opposing counsel and parties. 
3. Vanderford asserts that the tenns of the agreement between it and Knudson 
varied from those set forth by Knudson in his wri.tten. explanation. 
Specifically, that Knudson is using his pretend opposition to the mediated 
settlement to negotiate a better deal for him.selfwith Vanderford. 
4. Exhibit 4 of Vanderford's Opposition to Paul Knudson's Memorandum 
Claiming Failure to Reach an Agreement at Mediation shows Paul Knudson e-
mailed Vanderford's Presi.dent, Kenneth Knudson on November 15, 2008. 
Paul states the following in the e-mail: 
Kenneth, send the draft copy so J can input, BUT spread 
the rumor that Paul is fighting you to go to trial, as I have a 
proposal in Ricks hands that he needs to sweeten the pot for 
Paul for Paul to go along, otherwise Paul wants his day in 
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court .... But don't let Rick be un-pressured, let him sweat .• 
think game of "chicken" .... 
This e-mail was sent five days after Paul fUed his notice of mediation failure 
and in response to Ken Knudson's e-mail sent two days earlier which 
indicates Vanderford and Paul Knudson had entered into an oral settlement 
agreement at mediation. 
5. The proper legal remedy for a breach of the agreement between Knudson and 
Vanderford is for one of the parties to bring a separate breach of contract 
action, not to file a notice of mediation failure as Knudson did. 
6. Each of the other parties and/or cowlsel present at the mediation agrees that 
there vvas a settlement reached and Paul Knudson agreed to that settlemen.t. 
7. Knudson alleged during oral argument on March 23) 2009, that there was .not 
an agreement to settle the lawsuit because it was not reduced to writing. 
The Court fl.nds that when the facts listed above are considered as a whole the 
record indicates the notice of mediation failure and the claims made by Paul Knudson in 
opposition to the Greifs' motion to enforce the settlement were made for an improper 
purpose such as to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in, the cost of 
litigation. Because the notice of mediation failure was signed by Paul Knudson (a party 
who is not represented by an attorney) in violation of tRC,P, 11 (a)(1) the Court el.ects to 
impose the sanction of reasonable attorney fees incurred as a result of the filing. 
Upon review of the Affidavit of Christ Troupis in Support of Grcifs' Motion for 
Award of Fees Against PauJ Knudson, with attached exhibit A, and consideling the 
factors of I.R.C.P. 54(e)(3), I the Court believes the amount of $3,675 in fees incurred at 
the billing rate of $150 per hour .is a reasonable and an appropriate amount incurred 
directly as a result of the improper filing by Paul Knudson. 
TI1erefore, 
I "It is well sealed that LR.C.P. 54(e)(3) does not require the district court to make detailed findings on 
each Jisted factor. The rule merely provides that the district court shall consider the factors, but does not 
require a finding on each one, as a particular listed factor mayor may not be relevant to the (l\.ltcome." 
EWOII v. Darwin Neiball!' Farms, 138 Idabo 774, 786 .• 69 P.3d 1035, 1047 (2003) 
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OR,RER 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED~ and this does ORDER, that defendant Greifs~ 
Motion for Attorney Fees is GRANTED. 
LR.C,P. 1 t (a)(l) is $3,675.00. 
DATED: t/ t1/lfJtt 
The amount awarded as a sanction pursuant to 
TIro::C~ g ~= 
DIstrict Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICli; 
I hereby certify that I caused the foregoing to be served upon the following via U.S. 
Mail, postage prepaid. facsimile transmission or by hand delivery: 
Robert T. Wetherell 
John M. Howell 
Brassey~ Wetherell & Crawford, L.L.P. 
P.O. Box 1009 
Boise, ID 83701·1009 
Facsimile: (208) 344~ 7077 
Douglas J. Parry 
Jennie B. Garner 
Dorsey & \Vhitney LLP 
136 South Main Street. Suite 1000 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101·1655 
Facsimile: {SOl) 933-7373 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, lD 83672 
Facsimile: (208) 414-0665 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis & Summer Law Office 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, ill 83680 
Facsimile: (208) 938-5584 
Paul Knudson 
1000 NW 24 tll Street 
Fruitland, ID 83619 
Jeffrey A. Thompson. 
Elam & Burke, P.A. 
P.O. Box: 1539 
Boise, ID 83701 
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FILED 
THIRD JUlXlAL DISTRtCT COUt:lT 
In the Supreme Court of the S teJ'Yrmro~ 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., a ) 
Nevada corporation; and PRIMARY ) 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada ) 
corporation, tka VANDERFORD CENTER, ) 
INC., ) 
Plaintiffs-Counter-Defendants-Respondents. 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and individually., 
Defendant -Appellant, 
and 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company, J.R. DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah 
limited liability company, and JOHN DOES 1-
20, 
Defendants, 
and 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company 
Defendant-Counterclaimant, 
and 
RICHARD I. GREIF and lODY L. GREIF, 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-Respondents. 
and 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY 
COMPANY, 
Intervenor 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL - Docket No. 36492 
___ A.M. P.M. 
J.DRiaeeN 
ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL 
Supreme Court Docket No. 36492 
Payette County District Court No. 
2001-7380 
Ref. No. 09-253 
A MOTION TO DISMISS APPEAL was filed by counsel for Respondents The 
Vanderford Company, Inc. and Primary Residential MOligage, Inc. on May 26, 2009, on the 
basis that the Minute Entry and the Order appealed from are not appealable orders consistent 
with the provisions of LR.C.P. 58(a) and final judgment as to all claims and as to all parties has 
yet to be entered as required by LR.C.P. S4(b). Thereafter, PAUL KNUDSON'S MOTION IN 
OPPOSITION TO VANDERFORD'S MOTION TO DISMISS and a MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION IN OPPOSITION TO VANTIERFORD'S MOTION TO DISMISS 
were filed by Appellant Paul Knudson on May 28,2009. Therefore, good cause appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the above entitled appeal be, and hereby IS, 
DISMISSED. ,r /#' 
cc: 
DATED this " day of 2009. 
Paul Knudson, pro se 
Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Judge Thomas Ryan 
e Supreme Court 
I-Stephen W. Kenyon, ,,"ferk' 
THIRD ,J:YOtCIAL DISTRICT COURT 
P,~'" ('..-nt)', *00 
In the Supreme Court of t~e Stat 
'j;1, 
of Idlalha 4 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC" a ) 
Nevada corporation; and PRIMARY ) 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC" a ) 
Nevada corporation, fka VANDERFORD ) 
CENTER, INC" ) 
) 
Plaintiffs-Counter Defendants- ) 
Respondents. ) 
) 
v. ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
individually, ) 
) 
Defendant-Appellant, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited ) 
liability company, J.R. DEVELOPMENT, ) 
LLC, a Utlli~ limited liability compan.y, an.d ) 
JOHN DOES 1-20, ) 
) 
Defendants, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho ) 
limited liability company ) 
) 
Defendant-Counterclaimant, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
RICHARD 1. GREIF and JODY L. GREIF, ) 
) 
Defendants-Counterclaimants- ) 
Respondents. ) 
REMITITTUR - Docket No. 36492-2009 
) 
) 
REMITTITUR 
Supreme Court Docket No. 36492-2009 
Payette County Docket No. 2001-7380 
and ) 
) 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY ) 
COMPANY, ) 
) 
Intervenor. ) 
TO: THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, COUNTY OF PAYETTE. 
The Court having entered an Order dismissing this appeal July 1, 2009; therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the appeal herein from the Judgment of the District 
Court be, and hereby is, DISMISSED. 
DATED this 23rd day of July, 2009. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Court Reporter 
District Court Judge 
Clerk of the Supreme 1rt 
STATE OF IDAHO 
.R. BRAD MASINGILL 
Attorney at L ..... 
27 W. Commereial Street 
P.O. BOl: 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83G72 
Telephone #1(208)414-06(j5 
Fax 1#1(208)414-0490 
Email: bmaslnmD@botmafLcom 
CHRIST T. TROUPIS, lSB ##454' 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICE P.A. 
U99 E.lron Eagle, Ste 130 
P.O. Dos: 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 8361(j 
Ph: (208) 938-5584 
Fas: (208) 938-5482 
EmaJI: eftoupiJ®troupisJaw.eom 
BLED 
THiRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
PO-yotis County, idaho 
AUG 0 3 2009 
__ ........ A.M. P.M. 
BErry' J. DRESSEN 
By 00 ,Deputy 
.IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
PAYETTE COUNTY, STATE OF IDAHO 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, 
INC ... a Nevada Corporation; and 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL 
MORTGAGE, INC., a Nevada 
Corporation, fka VANDERFORD 
CENTER, INC., 
PJaintilfslCoWlter-Defendantl, 
VI. 
PAUL KNUDSON, penonaJly and 
individually, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC., a 
Utah limited HabiBty company. J.R. 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a UtaJA limited 
UabWty eompauy, and JOHN DOES 1 - 20. 
Defendants. 
And 
RICHARD I. GREIF aDd JODY L. 
GREIF, 
Defendants..coonterelaimanit, 
) Case No.: CV-oC-Ol .. 7380*D 
) 
) 
) 
) JUDGMENT FOR ATTORNEYS FEES 
) AGAINST PAUL KNUDSON 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Judgment for Attomeys Fees and Costs against Paul Knudson 1 
) 
And ) 
) 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY ) 
COMPANY, ) 
) 
Intvven.or. ) 
) 
THE COURT having issued its Memorandum Decision and Order Granting 
Defendant Richard 1. Greif and Jody L. Greif s Moti.on for Attorneys Fees and Costs 
against Paul Knudson on June 29,2009 in the amount of$3,675.00; 
NOW THEREFORE, Judgment for recovery of attorneys fees and costs is 
hereby entered in favor of Defendants Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greif and against Paul 
Knudson, in the amount of$3,675.00. 
Dated this l"r day of A~ wJ: ,2009. 
A ~/~ 
Thomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
Judgment for Attorneys Fees and Costs against Paul Knudson 
Certificate of Semee 
r hereby certify that on July 28, 2009, I caused the foregoing Judgment for 
Attorneys Fees and Costs to be served on parties appearing in this action by U.S. Mail, 
postage prepaid, addressed as follows: 
Robert T. Wetherell 
lohnHowell 
BRASSEY, WETHERELL~ eRA WFORD & McCURDY, LLP 
P. O. Box 1009 
Boise, 10 83701 
(208) 344-7077 
Douglas J. Parry 
DORSEY & WHITNEY, LLP 
136 South Main, Ste 1000 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 
(801) 880-6974 
Je.f'frey A. Thomson 
SLAM & BURKE, P.A. 
251 East Front Street, Ste 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise. Idaho 83701 
(208) 384-5844 
Paul Knudson 
1000 NW 24th Street 
Fruitland, ID 83619 
~ 
Christ T. Troup;r-=== 
Attorney for Defendants Greif 
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Robe1.t T. Wetherell ISB No. 3011 
John M. Howen ISB No. 6234 
BRASSEY, WETHERELL & CRAWFORD, L.L.P. 
203 West Main Street 
Boise, Idaho 83701 - 1009 
Telephone: (208) 344-7300 
Facsimile: (208) 344-7077 
rtw@brassey.net 
Douglas J. Parry USB No. 2531 
Jennie B. Gamer ISB No. 7865 
DORS8Y & WHITNEY LLP 
136 South Main Street, Suite t 000 
Sall: Lake City, Utah 84101 • 1655 
Telephone: (80l) 933-7360 
Facsimile: (80t) 880-6974 
gamer. i eunie@dorsev.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
FILED 
THIRD JUrnCIAL DISTRICT COURT 
Pay. Gauniy. Jdaho 
SEP 032009 
__ ~A.M. P.M. 
Bv De ut 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
PAYETTE COUNTY, STATE OFlDAHO 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY; INC., 
a Nevada Corporation; and PRIMARY 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a 
Nevada Corporation, fka VANDERFORD 
CENTER, !NC., 
Plaintiffs/Counter - Defendants, 
vs. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
indivIdually, THE PINES TOWNHOMES, 
LLC, an Idaho limited liability company, 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company, J. R. DEVELOPMENT, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company, 
RICHARD 1. GRElF. JODY L. GREIF, and 
JOHN DOES 1 - 20, 
Defendants/Counter - Claimants. 
Motion to Renew Judgment 
4815-4170-2916\1 
/ 
ORDER RENEWING 
AUGUST 26, 2004, JUDGM.ENT 
IN FAVOR OF 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC. 
AGAINST THE 
PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC 
Judge Thomas Joseph Ryan 
Case No. CV - OC - 01-7380 
RICHARD 1. GREIF and JODY L. GREIF, 
husband and wife, THE PINES 
TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho Hmited 
liabi Hty company, 
Cross Claimants, 
v. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
individually, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a 
Utah limited liability company, J. R. 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company, 
Cross Defendants. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
indi vidually, 
Cross· Defendant/Counter 
Cross - Claimant, 
VS. 
RICHARD I. GREIF. JODY L. GREIF. 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, L.L.C., an 
Idaho limited liability company, 
Counter Cross - Defendants. 
The Court having received and considered tbe Motion to Renew Judgment in Favor oftbe 
Vanderford Company, Inc., against the Pines Townhomes, LLC., baving received no opposition 
thereto, the time for such having expired, and good cause appearing therefor, it is hereby 
ORDERED that this court's Judgment in. Favor of The Vanderford, Co., Inc. Against the 
Pines Townhomes, LLC, entered on August 26, 2004, be and by this Order is renewed to 
Order Renewing Jud~cnt 
41115-4170-2916\1 
-2. 
continue in full force and effect for a consecutive statutory period of five (5) years to and include 
August 26, 2014. 
DATED this Z .,-t\. day of 
Order Renewing Judgment 
4S1S-4170-:19t6\1 
~.t ,2009. 
BY THE COURT: 
Hon. Thomas Joseph 
DISTRICT COURT J 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that on the 1i!day of July, 2009, I served a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing proposed ORDER RENEWING AUGUST 26, 2004. JUDGMENT IN FAVOR 
OF THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC. AGAINST THE PINES TOWN HOMES, 
LLC~ on the following by the means so indicated: 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis Law Office, P.A. 
1299 East Iron Eagle, Suite 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
Fax: (208) 938-5482 
Email: c1rou12isl'rutrouRisI§w .~Qm 
Jeffrey A. Thomson 
ELAM: & BURKE, P .A. 
251 East Front Street, Suite 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, JD 83701 
Fax: (208) 384·5844 
j Email: iat@elam.burke.com 
Paul Knudson 
t 000 NW 24th Street 
Fruitland, ID 83619 
Fax: (801) 951-4961 
Email: Q§,yIknud.sQn@cahleone.,nct 
R. Brad Massingill 
27 West Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, 10 83672 
Fax: (208) 414*0490 
Email: bmasing!ll@botmaiI.com 
Order Renewing Judgme.nt 
4815-4170-2916\1 
} 
~ U.S. Mail 
Federal Express 
D Hand-Delivery 
1&1 Facsimile Transmission 
181 E-maiJ 
DEep 
[gI U.S. Mail 
D Federal Express 
o Hand-Delivery 
~ Facsimile Transmission 
E-mail 
DEeF 
~ U.S. Mail 
Federal Express 
~ Hand-Delivery 
Facsimile Transm.ission 
~ E-mail 
ECF 
I:El U.S. Mail 
o Federal Express 
o Hand-Delivery 
I:8J Facsimile Transmission 
CSl E-mail 
OECF 
, . ' 
Courtesy Copy to: 
Judge Thomas Joseph Ryan 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 I Fax: (208) 454-7442 [Attn: Tara] I Email: sectp@3rdid.net 
Order Renewing Judgment 
4815-4170-2916\1 
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t8I U.S. Mail 
o Federal Express 
o Hand-Delivery 
. /Z1 Facsimile Transmission 
t2l E~mail 
o RCF 
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FILED 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
Paye«ri C~unty, Idaho 
SEP 14 2009 
___ A.M. P.M. 
J. ORi:~N 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
) 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., ) 
a Nevada corporation; and ) 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE. ) 
INC., a Nevada corporation, ) 
tka VANDERFORD CENTER~ INC., ) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants, 
VS. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
Individually, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, 
a Utah limited. liability Company, 
J.R. DEVELOPMEl"~T, LLC, A Utall 
limited liability Company, and 
JOHN DOES 1-20, 
Defendants, 
And 
THE PmES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability, 
Defendant-Counterclaimant, 
And 
RICHARD I. GREIF and JODY GREIF. 
Defendants-Counterclaimants, 
RULE 54 (b) CERTIFICATION 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CV·OC 01-7380*D 
RULE 54 (b) CERTIFICATION 
1 
:LtJCj-454-7442 
And 
STA TE FARM FIRE A;.~D 
CASUALTY COMPANY. 
Intervener. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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On April 20~ 2009, the Court entered its Order Granting Greifs Motion to Enforce 
Settlement Agreement & Dismiss Paul Knudson Claims Pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) which was 
based upon the Memorandum Decision filed Apri1.2, 2009. 
RULE 54(b) CERTIFICAT~ 
With respect to the issues determined by the above cited judgment and order, it is hereby 
CERTIFIED, in accordance with Rule 54(b), I.R.C.P., that the Court has determined that there is no 
just reason for delay of the entry of a final judgment and that the Court does hereby direct that the 
above cited judgment and order shall be a final judgment upon which executi.on may issue and an 
appeal may be taken as provided by the Idaho Appellate Rules, and so directs its entry. 
Dated this (I..t\day of ~..tWa b~c 
RULE 54 (b) CERTIFICATION 
/,~ 
Thomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
.2009. 
2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I caused the foregoing to be served upon the following via U.S. Mail, 
postage prepaid. facsimile transmission or by band delivery: 
Robert T. Wetherell 
John M. Howell 
Brassey, Wetherell & Ctavvford, L.L.P. 
P.O. Box 1009 
Boise, JD 83701-1009 
Facsimile: (208) 344~ 7077 
Douglas .T. Parry 
Jennie B. Garner 
Dorsey & Whitney LLP 
] 36 South Main Street, Suite 1000 
Salt Lake City, Utah 8410J~1655 
Facsimile: (801) 933-7373 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, ID 83672 
Facsimile: (208) 414-0665 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis & Summer Law Office 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, ID 83680 
Facsimile: (208) 938-5584 
Paul Knudson 
1000 NW 24tl1 Street 
Fruitland, ID 83619 
Jeffrey A. Thompson 
Elam & Burke, P.A. 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise. In 8370] 
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THIRD JUDlCIAL DISTRICT COURT 
Pay~ ~unty. Idaho 
SEP 1 4 2009 
--_P.M. 
J. DRIf~N 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TIiE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
) 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., ) 
a Nevada corporation; and ) 
PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, ) 
INC., a Nevada corporation, ) 
fka VANDERFORD CENTER, INC.. ) 
Plaintiffs-CoWlterdefendants. 
VS. 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
Individually. AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, 
a Utah limited liability Company, 
lR. DEvP...lOP~..ENT, LLC, A Utah 
limited liability Company, and 
. JOHN DOES 1-20, 
Defendants, 
And 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability, 
Defendant-Counterclaimant. 
And 
RICHARD 1. GREIF and JODY GREIF, 
Defendants-Counterc1aimants, 
MEMORANDUM DECISION & ORDER 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CV-OC Ol-7380*D 
MEMORANDUM DECISION 
& ORDER UPON KNUDSON'S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
UPON KNUDSON'S MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
1 
And 
STATE FARM FIRE AND 
CASUALTY COMPANY, 
JJ)terven~r. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CANYON CO LAW CI ~RKS PAGE 05/07 
On July 7. 2009, Paul Knudson filed a Motion to Recon.sider the Memorandum Decision 
and Order granting Gteifs Motion for Attorney Fees and Costs. The motion came on for oral 
argument on August 20, 2009. The Court has considered the motion and the memotandum filed in 
support thereof as well as the oral argument presented. 
The Court finds that nothing new has been brought before the Court by the Motion to 
Reconsider and therefore stands on its earlier decision filed June 29, 2009. Accordingly, the 
motion is DENIED. 
Dated this I r~day of ---7"S~trf-l ...... l.w\~~"""K~--" 2009. 
/'~1!1 
TIlomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
MEMORANDUM DECISION & ORDER 
UPON KNUDSON;S MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
/ 
2 
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CERTIFICATE O,F SERVICE 
I hereby certify that I caused the foregoing to be served upon the following via U.S. Mail, 
postage prepaid, facsimile transmissIon or by hand delivery: 
Robert T. Wetherell 
John M. Howell 
Brassey, Wetherell & Crawford, L.L.P. 
P.O. Box 1009 
Boise, ID 83701-1009 
Facsimile: (208) 344-7077 
Douglas J. Parry 
Jennie B. Gamer 
Dorsey & \Vhitney LLP 
136 South Main Street, Suite 1000 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101-1655 
Facsimile: (801) 933-7373 
R. Brad Masjngill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, ID 83672 
Facsimile: (208) 414-0665 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis & Summer Law Office 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, ID 83680 
Facsimile: (208) 938~5584 
Paul Knudson 
1000 NW 24th Street 
Fruitland, ID 83619 
Jeffrey A. Thompson 
EIam & Burke. P.A. 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, ID 83701 
~~k 
MEMORANDUM DECISION & ORDER 
UPON KNUDSON'S MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
I 
3 
PAUL KNUDSON 
1149 NW 2ih Street 
Fruitland,ID 83619 
(208) 707-1008 
Pro Se 
Defendant and Counterc1aimant 
Appellant 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
Payette County, Idaho 
OCT 222009 
____ A.M. P.M. 
By 
BETTYJ.DRESSEN 
c:K: , Oeput;' 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
THE VANDERFORD COMPANY, INC., a ) 
a Nevada corporation; and PRIMARY 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a 
Nevada corporation, fka VANDERFORD 
CENTER, INC 
Plaintiffs/Counter-Defendants-
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
individually, et al, AUSTIN HOMES, LLC ) 
a Utah limited liability Company, J.R. ) 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Utah limited ) 
Liability company, and John Does 1-20, ) 
Defendants/Counter Cross-Claimant 
Appellant 
And 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company, 
Defendant/Counter-Claimant 
And 
RICHARD I GREIF and JODY L GREIF, 
P2 Notice of Appeal 
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) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CV -OC-OI-07380*D 
NOTICE OF APPPEAL 
BY PAUL KNUDSON 
Fee Category: T 
Fee: $101.00 
Defendants/Counter-Claimants ) 
) 
~d ) 
) 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY ) 
COMPANY ) 
) 
Intervenor ) 
) 
RICHARD L. GRIEF and JODY L. ) 
GRIEF, husband and wife, et aI, ) 
) 
Cross-Claimants, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, et al, ) 
) 
Cross-Defendants, ) 
) 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and ) 
Individually, ) 
) 
Cross-Defendant/Counter ) 
Cross-Claimant, ) 
Appellant ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
RICHARD L. GRIEF, JODY GRIEF, ) 
et aI, ) 
) 
Counter Cross-Defendants. ) 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS, Cross-Claimants Richard I and Jody L 
Greif above named and their attorneys of record, R. Brad Masingill, 27 W. Commercial 
Street, Weiser, Idaho 83672 and Christ T. Troupis, Troupis Law Office P.A., 1299 E. Iron 
Eagle, Ste 130, Eagle, Idaho 83616 and Plaintiff, The Vanderford Co. Inc et.al, above 
P2 Notice of Appeal 2 
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named and their attorneys of record, Robert T. Wetherell, John Howell, Brassey, Wetherell, 
Crawford & McCurdy, LLP, P.O. Box 1009, Boise, Idaho 83701 and Douglas J Parry, 
Dorsey & Whitney, LLP, 136 South Main, Ste 1000, Salt Lake City, Utah 84101, and the 
CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named Appellant, Paul Knudson, appeals against the above named 
respondents, Richard I and Jody Greif, and The Vanderford Co. to the Idaho Supreme court 
from the 
a. Memorandum Decision and Order Upon Greifs' Motion To Enforce 
Settlement Agreement & Dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims pursuant To 
I.R.C.P. 12(b)(6) issued 4-2-09, and 
b. Order Granting Greifs' Motion To Enforce Settlement Agreement & 
Dismiss Paul Knudson Claims Pursuant To I.R.C.P. 12(b)(6) issued 4-
20-09 
entered in the above entitled action on 4-2-09 and 4-20-09, the Honorable Thomas Ryan, 
presiding. 
2. Appellant Paul Knudson has the right of appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
orders described above are appealable orders under and pursuant to Rule 11(a)(1)&(3) 
I.A.R. 
3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal, including but not necessarily limited to 
the following, which the Appellant intends to assert, are as follows: 
MEDIATION FAILED TO PRODUCE SETTLEMENT CONTRACT 
P2 Notice of Appeal 3 
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A. That Idaho Supreme Court remanded this case for trial on the issues. 
B. That District Court ordered all parties to participate in mediation. 
C. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that a mediated settlement 
agreement was reached in violation of the terms of mediation agreed upon by all of the 
parties (Vanderford, Paul, Greifs and State Farm), namely that nothing said was binding, 
and that a Mediation Settlement Contract would only be reached IF: 
a. any proposed settlement agreement must be put into writing, 
b. time allowed for counsel review of any proposed settlement agreement, 
c. any proposed settlement agreement must be signed by all parties present 
at mediation, and 
d. any proposed settlement agreement that has been reduced to writing, 
counsel reviewed and signed by all parties must then be presented to Judge Ryan 
for entering on the record. Then and only then will a mediation settlement contract 
exist. 
D .. Whether the District Court erred in fmding of fact that Vanderford had power 
to settle Paul's claims against Greifs, when ALL parties (Vanderford, Paul, Greifs and State 
Fann) at mediation agreed that: 
a. Each party and/or their counsel represented only themselves, 
b. That no party had conveyed or transferred any of their rights. 
c. That each party has the power to bind themselves. 
E. Whether District Court erred in ignoring Vanderford's testimony that defmed 
"prior" agreement with Paul as being the alleged oral agreement over lunch during 
mediation session. 
P2 Notice of Appeal 4 
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F. That mediation failed to produce a written, counsel reviewed and signed 
settlement per agreed upon mediation rules by all participants. 
G. That this case should proceed to re-trial per remand ofIdaho Supreme Court 
ruling. 
GREIF CLAIMS THAT VANDERFORD HAD AUTHORITY TO SETTLE PAUL'S 
LAWSUIT CLAIMS PURSUANT TO A "PRIOR TO MEDIATION" CONTRACT 
H. Whether Vanderford had authority to settle Paul Knudson's claims against 
Greifs. 
1. Whether District Court erred in finding that a "prior to mediation" settlement 
contract exists between Vanderford and Paul Knudson, when both Vanderford and Paul 
admit that no contract exists, that no proposals were accepted by either party, that no 
meeting of the minds or agreement on terms and conditions of a proposed global settlement 
was reached by either party during a discussion prior to mediation. 
J. Whether a "prior to mediation" discussion between Vanderford and Paul 
Knudson created a legally enforceable contract requiring Paul Knudson to deliver his 
lawsuit claims against Greifs to Vanderford. 
K. Whether any alleged "prior to mediation" or mediation settlement contracts that 
purport to convey Paul Knudson's interest in real property must be in writing to be 
enforceable per statute of frauds. 
L. Whether any alleged "prior to mediation" or mediation settlement contracts that 
purport to transfer the liabilities, rights, obligations and duties of Paul Knudson to 
Vanderford must be in writing to be enforceable per statute of frauds. 
P2 Notice of Appeal 5 1'1 
M. Whether District Court erred in ignoring Vanderford testimony that Vanderford 
has no contract obligations due to "prior to mediation" discussion held with Paul Knudson. 
That Vanderford is operating on the premise that Vanderford can obtain Paul's lawsuit 
rights against Greifs thru levy on Knudson Judgment and that Vanderford has NOT entered 
into any "prior to mediation" contracts with Knudson. 
ERRORS DUE TO MISQUOTE OF EXPLANATION OF MEDIATION FAILURE 
N. Whether District Court reached erroneous conclusions of fact by mistakenly 
misquoting from Paul Knudson's "explanation of mediation failure". 
O. Whether the District Court erred in finding of fact (on page 3 of memorandum 
decision) in plainly mis-quoting and re-writing Paul's denial testimony from pgs. 2 and 3 of 
Paul's Explanation by combining an account of Vanderford's claims (SECOND) with an 
account of (THIRD) Paul's statements to Judge Ryan. Judge Ryan merges Vanderford and 
Paul, then quotes them as being Paul's words, interprets them in the false context of Greifs 
claim that "Paul admits", resulting in the following erroneous assumptions, namely; 
a. That Vanderford and Paul Knudson had a separate settlement agreement, 
b. That Paul allowed Vanderford to negotiate settlement of Paul's claims, 
c. That Paul asserts that Vanderford later breached the (alleged) agreement. 
P. Whether speculations, of If-then scenarios embedded in a description ofa 
rejected proposal scenario as described in Paul's Explanation offailure of mediation, 
constitute contractually binding terms and conditions of a legally enforceable contract 
between Vanderford and Paul Knudson. 
Q. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that quotes Greifs' alleged 
claim that (p3 )"it is because Vanderford reneged on this agreement that Knudson now asks 
P2 Notice of Appeal 6 
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that this lawsuit go forward as if these agreements had never been reached. (Paul states 
specifically that there was NO SETTLEMENT Agreement, NOT that Paul has an 
agreement that Vanderford won't fulfill)(Paul claims that Vanderford in discussions, 
rejects Paul's terms that would be included in an offer, which offer has never been made or 
agreed upon or accepted, only discussions of "what would be the terms of a global 
settlement agreement", which discussions Vanderford clearly stated to the court that ''they 
are not obligated per those discussions". 
R. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that ''the terms of the 
agreement between Vanderford and Knudson are now disputed". 
S. Whether the District Court erred in directing Vanderford ''to pursue a breach of 
contract claim against Paul Knudson." 
ERROR UNDER RULE 12(b)(6) WHEN ALL ISSUES ARE CONTROVERTED 
T. Whether the District Court erred in granting Greifs motion to enforce settlement 
agreement and dismiss Paul Knudson's Claims pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) when Paul clearly 
states the claim that mediation failed and that case should be set for trial. 
U. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order under 12(b)( 6) granting 
Greifs enforcement of "a settlement agreement" when Greifs ADMIT, by filing under 
12(b)(6) that Paul's claims that there "is NO settlement agreement at mediation" are TRUE. 
V. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order under 12(b)( 6) instead of as 
a motion for summary judgment (rule 56( c) when" A trial court, in considering a motion to 
dismiss pursuant to subdivision (6) of this rule, has no right to hear evidence, ... 
W. Whether the District Court erred (in entering an order under 12(b)(6) instead of 
as a motion for summary judgment (rule 56(c) when Rule 56(c) states that "The judgment 
P2 Notice of Appeal 7 
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sought shall be rendered forthwith if the pleadings, depositions and admissions on file, 
together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material 
fact and that the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law." 
X. Whether the District Court erred in entering order (either under 12(b)( 6) or Rule 
56(c»), when every genuine issue of material fact is controverted. 
THE ISSUE ON APPEAL 
Y. Whether the District Court erred in entering an order that "All of Paul 
Knudson's claims in this action, .... are hereby dismissed with prejudice" when there is no 
settlement contract with Paul. 
4. No order has been entered sealing all or part of the records. 
5. A reporter's transcript is requested for the following portions of the proceedings: 
A. The entire reporter's standard transcript as defined in Rule 25( c), LA.R. of 
those proceedings before the District Court held December 1,2008., and 
i. The opening statements and closing arguments of counsel per Rule 
2S(c)(2). 
ii. The record of telephonic testimony to be included. 
B. The entire reporter's standard transcript as defmed in Rule 25( c), LA.R. of 
those proceedings before the District Court held on 3-23-2009. 
i. The opening statements and closing arguments of counsel per Rule 
25(c)(2). 
C. Those proceedings of Mediation held October 14, 2008. 
P2 Notice of Appeal 8 
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6. Appellant does NOT request that the clerk's standard record be provided according to 
Ru1e 28(b), I.A.R. due to the fact that that portion of the record is already in the Idaho 
Supreme Court or are not pertinent to the present appeal. The record on this appeal should 
only include the following documents: 
Appellant requests that the clerk's record be provided to include the following documents 
as listed on the ROA Report: 
A. Three Orders and HRSC for 12-01-2008, issued 911112008, and 
B. All documents filed from 11110/2008 thru and including 4/20/2009. 
7. I certifY: 
A. that a copy of this notice of appeal has been served on each reporter of whom a 
transcript has been requested as named below at the addresses set out below: 
a Reporter of Caldwell court is: 
b. Reporter of Payette court is: 
Kim Saunders 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Kim Saunders 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
B. That Appellant has made arrangements with the district court reporter for 
payment for preparation of the reporter's transcript. Appellant has paid an initial 
installment of$200.00 towards the estimated fee and agreed to pay the balance upon 
completion. The district court reporter has asked that we pay upon completion of the 
transcript and receipt of notice offinal determination of cost. 
P2 Notice of Appeal 9 
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C. That the estimated fee for preparation of the clerk's record has been paid as an 
initial payment of $100.00 and agreement to pay any balance upon notice offinal 
determination of costs. 
D. That the Appellant's filing fee has been paid. 
E. That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant to 
Rule 20. 
DATED THIS_22_ day of October, 2009. 
Paul Knudson, Pro Se 
Appellant 
Certification Affidavit: 
State ofIdaho 
County of Payette ss. 
~-,J-J -->o..."""",,,\A...=--,-I_-Ikn---'\-C-\.-I<u,-,d\.U.->$'~o,-,f\,--,--__ being sworn, deposes and says: 
That the party is the appellant in the above-entitled appeal and that all statements in 
d correct to the best of his or her knowledge and belief. 
Signature of Appellant 
Subscribed and Sworn to before me this c2;} vJ. day Of~ 2041 
Title NO~V1---
Residence E~ I ~ 
I - -;J-(}/ 
P2 Notice of Appeal 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 22st day of October, 2009, I served a true and 
correct copy of this NOTICE OF APPEAL by United States Mail, postage prepaid, on 
counsel of record for all parties at each said counsel's address of record. 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Christ T. Troupis 
Troupis Law Office, P.A. 
1299 East Iron Eagle, Suite 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
Robert T. Wetherell 
BRASSEY, WETHERELL, CRAWFORD & McCURDY, LLP 
P.O. Box 1009 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Douglas J. Parry 
DORSEY & Will1NEY, LLP 
136 South Main Street, Ste 1000 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 
Kim Saunders 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Jeffrey A. Thomson 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
251 East Front Street, Suite 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
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FILED 
THIRD JUD!CIAL DiSTRICT COURT 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICI 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND 
The Vanderford Company, Inc, a 
Nevada corporation; and Primary 
Residential Mortgage, Inc, a Nevada 
Corporation, fka Vanderford 
Center Inc, 
Vs. 
Plaintiff/Counter-Defendants/ 
Respondents, 
Paul Knudson, personally and 
individually, 
Defendant/Appellant, 
And 
Austin Homes LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company, J.R. Development 
LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company, and John Does 1-20, 
Defendants/Appellant, 
And 
The Pines Townhomes LLC, an Idaho 
Limited liability company, 
Defendant/Counter-Claimant, 
And 
Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greif, 
Defendants/Counterclaimants/ 
Respondents, 
And 
State Farm Fire and Casualty Company, 
Intervenor, 
Richard L. Greif and Jody L. Greif, 
Defendants/Crossclaimants/ 
Respondents, 
Vs. 
Payette County Case No. 
CV-2001-07380 
Supreme Court # 
""-------
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF APPEAL 
Paul Knudson, Appellant, personally and 
individually, etal, 
Appeal from: Third JUdicial District, Payette County, Honorable 
Thomas J. Ryan, presiding. 
I I 
Case Number from court: District Court: CV-2001-007380 
Order or judgment appealed from: MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 
UPON GREIFS' MOTION TO ENFORCE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT & DISMISS 
PAUL KNUDSON'S CLAIMS PURSUANT TO I.R.C.P. 12 (b) (6) filed April 
2, 2009. ORDER GRANTING GREIFS' MOTION TO ENFORCE SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENT & DISMISS PAUL KNUDSON CLAIMS PURSUANT TO I.R.C.P. 
12(b) (6) filed April 20, 2009. 
Attorney for Appellant; Paul Knudson, prose 
Attorney(s) of record for Plaintiff/Respondents Vanderford 
Company; Robert Wetherell, John Howell, Brassey, Wetherell, 
Crawford & McCurdy, and Douglas J. Parry, Dorsey & Whitney. 
Attorney for Respondents Richard I. and Jody L. Greif; R. Brad 
Masingill and Christ Troupis, 
Appealed by: Defendant, Paul Knudson, prose 
Appealed Against: Plaintiff/Counterdefendants/Respondents 
Notice of Appeal Filed: October 22, 2009 
Notice of Cross-Appeal Filed: 
-------------------------------
Amended Notice of Cross Appeal Filed: 
----------------------
Appellate Fee Paid: Yes, October 22, 2009, $101.00 
Respondent or Cross-Respondent's request for additional record 
filed: 
-----------------------------------------------------------
Respondent or Cross-Respondent's request for additional Reporter's 
Transcript filed 
---------------------------------------------------
Was District Court Reporter's Transcript requested? 
14, 2008, December 1, 2008, March 23, 2009. 
YES, October 
Estimated number of pages: no estimate in file - $200.00 fee paid 
by appellant on October 22, 2009. 
If so Name of Reporter: Kim Saunders 
DATE: 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell ID 83605 
October 23, 2009 
Betty J. Dressen 
Cler f the District Court 
By. 
~~~~~-------------------------Dep 
I 
In the Supreme Court of the t!fe:,~6~f!~Tfr~lioRT 
. ,+ ..• -t_-r!:'j, ,e:!'" I 
THE V MTIERFORD COMP Mry, INC., a 
Nevada corporation; and PRIMARY 
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC., a 
Nevada corporation £'kIa VANDERFORD 
CENTER, INC. 
v. 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants 
-Respondents, 
PAUL KNUDSON, personally and 
individually, 
Defendant -Crossdefendant -Counter 
Crossclaimant-Appellant, 
and 
AUSTIN HOMES, LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company, J.R. DEVELOPMENT, 
LLC, a Utah limited liability company, and 
JOHN DOES 1-20, 
Defendants, 
and 
THE PINES TOWNHOMES, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, 
Defendant -Counterclaimant, 
and 
RICHARD L. GRIEF and JODY L. GRIEF, 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-
Crossclaimants-Counter 
Crossdefendants-Respondents, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
I NOV 0 3 
I -~----, 
J--+:--+ 
,O'l'puty 
ORDER AUGMENTING APPEAL 
Supreme Court Docket No. 37061-2009 
Payette County Docket No. 2001-7380 
ORDER AUGMENTING APPEAL - Docket No. 37061-2009 
) 
~d ) 
) 
STATE FARM FIRE AND CASUALTY ) 
COMP~NY, ) 
) 
Intervenor. ) 
A Reporter's Tr~script and Clerk's Record was filed March 30, 2006, in appeal No. 
31047, The V~derford Company v. Knudson; therefore, good cause appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the Appeal Record in this case shall be 
AUGMENTED to include the Reporter's Transcript and Clerk's Record filed in prior appeal 
No. 31047. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that the District Court Clerk shall prepare and file a 
LIMITED CLERK'S RECORD with this Court, which shall contain the documents requested in the 
Notice of Appeal, together with a copy of this Order, but shall not duplicate ~y document included 
in the Clerk's Record filed in prior appeal No. 31047. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that the District Court Reporter shall prepare and 
lodge a SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT with the District Court, which shall 
contain the proceedings requested in the Notice of Appeal, but shall not duplicate any proceedings 
iIlcluded in the Reporter's Tratlscnpt filed in plior appeal No. 31047. The LllvfITED CLERK'S 
RECORD and REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT shall be filed with this Court after settlement. 
Further, the exhibits submitted in prior appeal No. 31047, which were returned to District Court on 
September 6, 2007, are not covered by this Order and they will not be sent to the Supreme Court 
unless specifically requested by the parties. The party requesting any or all of the prior exhibits 
must specifically designate those exhibits being requested. 
DATED this 2nd day of November 2009. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Court Reporter 
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I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
The Vanderford Company, Inc, a 
Nevada corporation; and Primary 
Residential Mortgage, Inc, a Nevada 
Corporation, fka Vanderford 
Center Inc, 
Vs. 
Plaintiff/Counter-Defendants/ 
Respondents, 
Paul Knudson, personally and 
individually, 
Defendant-Crossdefendant 
Payette County Case No. 
CV-2001-07380 
Supreme Court #37061 
CounterCrossclaimant/Appellant, CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
And 
Austin Homes LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company, J.R. Development 
LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company, and John Does 1-20, 
Defendants, 
And 
The Pines Townhomes LLC, an Idaho 
Limited liability company, 
Defendant/CounterClaimant, 
And 
Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greif, 
Defendants/Counterclaimants/ 
Crossclaimants-Counter Crossdefendants/ 
Respondents, 
And 
State Farm Fire and Casualty Company, 
Intervenor, 
I, Betty J. Dressen, Clerk of the District Court of the Third 
Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of 
Payette do hereby certify that the following is a list of the 
exhibits, offered or aili~itted and which have been lodged with the 
Supreme Court or retained as indicated: 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS -1 
I 
NO TRIAL OR HEARING EXHIBITS 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I 
sea~ of the said Court at 
have reuntc s t my hand and affixed 
~r/ ,2009. 
tte, I this ~_~ 0 
Betty J. Dressen 
Clerk of the District Court 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS -1 
/ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
The Vanderford Company, Inc, a 
Nevada corporation; and Primary 
Residential Mortgage, Inc, a Nevada 
Corporation, fka Vanderford 
Center Inc, Payette County Case No. 
Vs. 
Plaintiff/Counter-Defendants/ 
Respondents, 
CV-2001-07380 
Supreme Court #37061 
Paul Knudson, personally and 
individually, 
Defendant-Crossdefendant 
CounterCrossclaimant/Appellant, 
And 
Austin Homes LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company, J.R. Development 
LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company, and John Does 1-20, 
Defendants, 
And 
The Pines Townhomes LLC, an Idaho 
Limited liability company, 
Defendant/CounterClaimant, 
And 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greif, 
Defendants/Counterclaimants/ 
Crossclaimants-Counter Crossdefendants/ 
Respondents, 
And 
State Farm Fire and Casualty Company, 
Intervenor, 
I, Betty J. Dressen, Clerk of the District Court of the 
Third Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the 
County of Payette do hereby certify that I have personally 
served or mailed, by United States mail, postage prepaid, one 
copy of the Clerk's Record and any Reporter's Transcript to each 
of the parties or their Attorney of Record as follows: 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE -1-
I 
PAUL KNUDSON 
1149 NVv 22 Street 
Fruitla , Idaho 83619 
Prose: 
lant/Defendant 
Robert Wetherell 
203 West Ma Street 
Boise 10 83701 
Attorney of record of 
Plaintiff/Respondent 
The parties s 11 have twenty-eight (28) days from the date 
of s ce of t appeal record to fi any objections, together 
th a Notice of Hearing, with the District Court. If no 
objection is filed, the record will be deemed settled and will 
be filed with the Supreme Court. 
If there are multiple (Appellants) (Respondents), I will 
serve the record, and any transcript, upon the parties upon 
receipt of a stipulation of the parties, or court order stating 
which party shall be served. If no stipulation or order is 
filed in seven (7) days, I will serve the party whose name 
appears first in the case title. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the seal of said Court at Payette Idaho, this U) day of 
"]6<:- , 2 a (J"t . 
Betty J. Dressen 
Clerk of the District Court 
By !d/~ 
Depu y Clerk 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE -1-
I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PAYETTE 
The Vanderford Company, Inc, a 
Nevada corporation; and Primary 
Residential Mortgage, Inc, a Nevada 
Corporation, fka Vanderford 
Center Inc, 
Vs. 
Plaintiff/Counter-Defendants/ 
Respondents, 
Paul Knudson, personally and 
individually, 
Defendant-Crossdefendant 
CounterCrossclaimant/Appellant, 
And 
Austin Homes LLC, a Utah limited 
liability company, J.R. Development 
LLC, a Utah limited liability 
company, and John Does 1-20, 
Defendants, 
And 
The Pines Townhomes LLC, an Idaho 
Limited liability company, 
Defendant/CounterClaimant, 
And 
Payette County Case No. 
CV-2001-07380 
Supreme Court #37061 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
Richard I. Greif and Jody L. Greif, 
Defendants/Counterclaimants/ 
Crossclaimants-Counter Crossdefendants/ 
Respondents, 
And 
State Farm Fire and Casualty Company, 
Intervenor, 
I, Betty J. Dressen, Clerk of the District Court of the 
Third Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the 
County of Payette do hereby certify that the above and foregoing 
Record in the above-entitled cause was compiled and bound under 
my direction and is a true, full and correct Record of, the 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE -1 
I 1 
pleadings and documents under Rule 28 of the Idaho Appellate 
Ru es. 
I rther certi hat all documents, x-rays, charts and 
pictures offered or admitted in the above-entit ed cause will be 
duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court a ong with the 
Court Reporter's Transcript and Clerk's Record. 
I further certify that, in addition to the exhibits 
identified in the Reporter's Transcript, the following will be 
submitted as a confidential exhibit to the Record on Appeal: 
NONE 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the seal of said Court at Payette Idaho, this tD day of J).e:: ,20~. 
Betty J. Dressen 
Clerk of the District Court 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE -1 
